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THE PREFACE. 


AS the Rev. Dr. Priefiley has thought 
good to addreſs a few Letters to us, who ſtile 
\ ourſelves Members of the New Terufalem, it 
will, I preſume, be expected that we make a 
| Reply. This, by the requeſt of my friends in the 
ſame intereſt, I have attempted ; with what ſuc- 
ceſs muſt be left to the judgment of my readers. 


Me have all reafon to lament that ſuch a diver- 


2 of opinion prevails in the chriſtian world; 
and eſpecially ſo, inaſmuch as the dromity of the 


true God, the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is poſitively, 


denied by many. To. aſſert that that Divine 
Being who is our Saviour, Redeemer, Creator, 
our King of Kings, and Lord of Lords, ts no 
more than a mere man, is an error of the firſt 
magnitude ; and to declare that it is idolatry,” 
and a great abomination to worthip him, zs 
truly ſhocking to 4 chriſtian mind. But we hope 
the time is coming when all fincere frous nunds _ 

will” 
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will worſhip the Lord God and Saviour Yeſus 
Chriſt, and him only; as being the Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Spirit, in one divine per- 
fon. This is the God, and the only Gad, we 
a; worſhip, and ſerve, being convinced from 
reaſon and ſcripture that there is no other. 
Upon this important ſubject, with many others, 
we differ very widely from Dr. Prieſtley, and 
his Unitarian brethren. And it is very prob- 
able, all we can ſay in favor of our views, 
however true they may be, will have but little 
weight with our opponents; for when men 
have confirmed themſeFves in a religious tenet, 
it is not a very eaſy matter to convince them 
it is an error. Nor do I conceive that religi- 
2 controverfies, and diſputations of this public 
kind, have in general any very good tendency. 
For this reaſon it is that I engage in this 
work with reluctance, and alſo that I take the - 
| liberty of ſaying, Spould Dr. Prieſtley write 
again, my intention is to make no further re- 
ply. Tcan with much more freedom recommend 


the reading of thoſe writings, which too many have | 


deemed unſound and extravagant, but which, I 
am convinced, do folidly and ſcripturally anſwer 
thoſe who object to our ſentiments; I mean the 
writings of that highly-illuminated ſervant of 


8 Lard, the Hon. Emanuel Swedenborg. 
Neuer- 
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Nevertheleſs, I truſt T ſhall ever be ready 

to avow the doctrines I maintain, and willing 
to defend them, whenever it 15 neceſſary fo to 
do. As Dr. Prieſtley has thought good to op- 
poſe them, and as we confider him a gentleman 
of learning, F great abilities as a philoſopher, 
and much regarded as a divine, it was thought ' 
neceſſary to defend our ſentiments in this inſtance. 
And as I am conſcious I have replied in good- 
nature, without the leaſt deſign to offend, fo - 
I hope no one perſon of his opinions will find 
themſelves hurt or offended. Let us all be wil- 
ling to bear what may be ſaid on each fide of the 
queſtion ; make a candid, impartial, and ſcrip- 
tural judgment; and accede to truth, wherever 
we find it: and as chriſtians manifeſt to all, 
that goodneſs of heart, charity, kindneſs, and 
Alfection, with that truly upright, uſeful, and 
chriſtian life, which the doctrines and precepts 
of the holy word ſo uniformly recommend. For 
let our opinions or our profeſſion be what they 
may, we all know, that without ſuch a liſe 
they will be of no advantage. Love to the 
one true God, charity towards all mankind, 
and obedience to the divine will, are not only 
be grand eſſentials, but alſo the um and ſub- 
Hance of all true religion. 
Si W | 
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\ Sincerely wiſhing that every one may prac- 
tiſe what they know of truth; that thoſe who 
oppoſe it may receive it; that thoſe who receive 


the truth, may live in conformity to it; and 


that the time may ſoon appear when all chriſ- 
tians ſhall be of one heart, one mind, and 
one life. 
| 1 remain a friend and well- wiſber to all. 
J. P. 


Birmingham, Nov. 14, 1791. 
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LETTE R$ 
TO THE 


REV. DR. PRIESTLEY. 8 


LETTER I. 


REV. SIR, 


A 8 you have thought good to addreſs 
a few Letters to the Members of the New Jeruſa- 
lem; as thoſe Letters are written in a friendly, candid, 
and reſpetiful flyle ; and as they are addreſſed to us 
by a gentleman, a ſcholar, and a miniſter of ſuch _ 
acknowledged abilities, we think ourſelves under 
conſiderable obligations to take particular notice of 
them, and return as candid and friendly a reply. 

And as I had the honor of opening the Temple 
in Birmingham, of which you make mention, and 


am the ſtated miniſter there; had alſo the favor of 


your company, and am one of thoſe with whom vou 
converſed concerning the doctrines we maintain, it 
ſeems expedient for me to be concerned in giving 
you a reply; as well as that my friends in the ſame 


intereſt have 9 8 8 I would take that work upon 


n B me. 


[3 3 
me. But I very ſincerely aſſure you I am not fond 
of controverſy—it, gives me no pleaſure to engage in 
religious diſputations, eſpecially in this public man- 
ner; nor do I tfink myſelf equal with Dr. Prięſtley 
in that province. However, I hope to be nearly 
equal with him in friendfbip and chriſtian love, with - 
out which it will be of little conſequence what doc- 
trines we maintain, or ſyſtem we eſpouſe. 
As to your remarks, in your Preface, reſpect- 
ing the Riots at Birmingham, and your ſevere treat- 
ment there, I have but little to ſay in this place—1 
| will only obſerve, that every humane heart muſt 
| deeply feel for the loſs and diſtreſs of Dr. Prięſtley 
1 and his friends, with any others Who had a ſhare in 
thoſe ſufferings. But I muſt candidly own, I can- 
Ef not impute thoſe execrable and deſtructive proceed- 
[ ings to © men of private virtue, honor, and Juſtice ;"" 
2 or to the real members of the Church of England— 
oY but rather to a lawleſs abandaned mob, made up of 
| | boys, men, and women of the very /awef claſs, un- 
Bl | cultivated, unprincipled, notorioufly wicked, and ſcarce- 
1 ly deferving the name of rational beings. I cannot 
| believe that any real members of the Church of Eng- 
land, in Birmingham, or elſewhere, would be guilty 
of, or give countenance to, a deed ſo vile and in- 
fernal as that of the fourteenth of July. A more 
liberal and generous ſpirit, 1 believe, at this day per® 
vades the members of - the. eſtabliſhment ; and if 
any member of that church, in this town, did indiſ- 
cCreetly ſay a word, or do adeed, that might give the 
a encouragement to the violent tranſactions of the 
mob 


* 
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mob (thongh I know not of any ſuch perſon) I am 
perſuaded they muſt moſt ſeverely regret it, when 
they ſaw what was done. I can no more think that 
the real members of the Church of England would 
perſecute any body of Diſſenters in the kingdom, 
than I can think any Diſſenters would perſecute 
them. I hope the ſpirit of perſecution has ſubſid- 
ed, and that all denominations of profeſſing chriſti- 

ans will live in amity and friendſhip with each 
other; and I ſhould be happy to find that nothing 
more is done or ſaid, on either ſide, to increa/e the 
diſaffection between the Preſbyterian and the 
Churchman, in the town of Birmingham ; but 


rather, that every thing poſſible might be done 


and ſaid, to conciliate the differences, and unite man 

to man in friendſhip and affection. - | 
But, to return to that part of your Preface 

which more immediately reſpects us, as a people, 


you begin, Sir, with ſaying, p. 12, © It may appear 


cc not a little extraordinary, that a ſcheme of reli- 


« gion ſo viſſonary, and fo deſtitute of all rational 


te evidence, as that of Baron Swedenborg, ſhould be 


ce ſo firmly believed by fuch numbers of perſons. of 


te unqueſtionable good ſenſe, and the moſt upright 
ce intentions.” We are obliged by your good opi- 
nion of our ſenſe and uprightneſs ; but if the ſcheme 
be ſo viſionary, and deflitute of ALL RATIONAL EVI- 
DENCE, as you ſuppoſe it to be, however upright 
our intentions are, we give but little proof of good 
ſenſe by eſpouſing it— neither will the judicious part 
* mankind give us much credit for good ſenſe or 
B 2 ſound 


ſound judgment, although Dr. Prieſtley himſelf has 
done us that honor. Whether our ſcheme of reli- 
gion be without all rational evidence, remains to be 
conſidered we are far from believing that is proved 
as yet. If there be © nothing ſo improbable in itſelf, 
te but what perſons of a certain turn of mind may be 
ce pre-diſpofed to believe, I hope we ſhall not rank 
among perſons of that character, as it would do us 
no credit. Yet it appears to me, that notwithſtand- 
ing all our good ſenſe, Dr. Prieſtley has, in his 
judgment, claſſed us with perſons of that deſcription. 

I confeſs, Sir, I do not underſtand what you 
mean in the 13th page of your Preface, where you 
fay, „They who already believe in the inſpiration 
« of ſome perſons, will eaſily admit that of others, 
e who, in their idea, carry on the ſame ſcheme, or 
cc one ſimilar to it. Thus the miracles of the popiſh 
< ſaints were received without much difficulty, after 
<« thoſe of the apoſtles and primitive chriſtians.” — 
From this paſſage one would be led to ſuppoſe that 
Dr. Prieſtley admits of, or believes in, no inſpira- 
tion at all; becauſe, if he does, he is among thoſe 
he ſpeaks of, who will ea/ily admit that of others — 
conſequently, he may be quite as ſuſceptible of im- 
poſition as we are. But, if Dr. Prieftley will admit 
of no inſpiration, then the prophets and apoſtles muſt 
all be as great impoſtors as Mahomet, their miracles 
all deception, and their miſſion aſſumed. 

To compare the Hon. E. Swedenborg with 
the author of the Alcoran, appears roo much like 
an attempt to prejudice the minds of your readers 
34 Es againſt 
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againſt him, before they read what you have ad- 
vanced, that ſo your objections to him and his doc- 
trines may be the more readily believed; inaſmuch 
as we well know, all chriſtians juſtly entertain an 
averſion to Mahomet and his Alcoran. If, there- 
fore, they can be prevailed upon to believe that Ma- 
homet and the Swede are upon a level, the work 
is done! His writings will not be read—his fol- 
lowers will be deſpiſed—his miſſion denied—and his 
doctrines condemned; But it is one thing to rank 
them together, and a quite different one to prove 
that they deſerve ſo to be. | 

You wonder, Sir, at the ſtrength of our faith, 
becauſe you do not find we pretend to any other 
perſon having ſimilar communications with God 
and the 8 world, in confirmation of his. 
Why, Sir, if two, three, or twenty more perſons 
were found, I preſume this would have little weight 
with you, as you would ſuppoſe them all equally 
deceived: however, more of this hereafter. We 
ſhall endeavour to prove that other perſons have 
had ſimilar communications, and alſo to eſtabliſh 
our doctrines by more than one witneſs. _ 

As to the Quaker's trance, viſion, or dream, I 


have nothing to do with; and, as you ſay it was 


intirely unlike any of the Baron's memorable rela- 
tions, it certainly has nothing to do with them, nor 
our cauſe. And as to © viſion againſt viſion, or 
« dream againſt dream, and which of theſe are we 
© to believe?“ I anſwer, either, or neither, in pro- 


Portion as you are convinced of their truth or falſe- 
B 3 hood ; 


* 
hood; as we have no deſire to direct any man what 
he is to believe, any farther than reaſon and fair ar- 
gument may convince him. 

We perfectly agree with you, © that pfting 
« requires no ſupport from teſtimony,” and we wiſh 
no man to believe fas, any farther than the evi- 
dence in their favor appears concluſive and ſub- 
ſtantial. In this we agree. 

But, Sir, I cannot help hi that al- 
though, in the beginning of your Preface, you com- 
pliment us as men of evident good ſenſe; you do, in 
reality, believe we are men of warm and extrava- 
gant imaginations, with little reflexion, and ſhallow 
judgment. And, if fuch, the public will the more 
wonder, that the judicious and able Dr. Prieſtley 
ſhould attempt to reaſon with us on religious ſub- 
jects, or convince us of the fallacy of that ſyſtem 
we have eſpouſed. As there is nothing more of 
importance in your Preface, but what I ſhall have 
occaſion to notice in my obſervations upon your 
Letters, I ſhall conclude this by aſſuring you of 
my real efteem, and high opinion of your ſuperior 
abilities; and that, in perfect good- nature, friend- 
ſhip, and affection, I ſhall, if Providence permit, at- 
tempt an anſwer to each of your Letters, in their 
order. 1 | I . 


r. Sr, 
Yours, &c. 
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LETTER 1L 
— — | 


REV. SIR, 


Yo U acknowledge us as fellow 
chriſtians ; that we value chriſtianity as much as 
yourſelf; and that the frankneſs with which we 
avow our principles does us honor, oppoſite as 
they are to thoſe which generally prevail in the 
chriſtian world. It is true, Sir, we highly value 
pure chriſtianity, as a religion taught us by the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, our God and Saviour; and it is 
our fixed determined deſign, never, knowingly, to 
embrace any religious doctrine or ſentiment con- 
trary to, or that is not founded in, the pure word 
of God. And we hold it right to avow our prin- 
ciples in the moſt open and unequivocal manner, 
being aſſured that truth will ever bear the light, 
and be the more valued the more fully it is known. 

« We are ſenſible that many corruptions have been 
e introduced into chriſtianity, which have ſo much 
e disfigured it, that it can hardly be known; and 
that the world requires to be in a manner re- 
ce chriſtianized.” We agree with you, Sir, in moſt 
or all you have ſaid, down to the bottom of the 3d 
page of your firſt Letter; therefore thoſe pages 


, need not be repeated here. 


You expreſs your ſurpriſe at our being ſo un- 
charitable as to admit none into heaven, but thoſe 
| B 4 Who 


E222 : 
who think as we do, with reſpect to the perſon of 
Chriſt; and in proof of our uncharitableneſs, you 
quote a paſſage from Emanuel Swedenborg's Doc- 
trine concerning the Lord, p. 230, with p. 424 of 
his Univerſal Theology. - : 
I wiſh, Sir, you had, in this inſtance, attend- 
ed to two things—firſt, that you had given the 
words of Emanuel Swedenborg, juſt as they are, 
in the paſſage referred to; and, ſecond, that you 
had conſidered thoſe words in connexion with the 
Whole ſubject. We are by no means ſo uncha- 
ritable as to ſuppoſe none will go to heaven, but 
thoſe who think in this life juſt as we do, concern- 
ing the Lord Jeſus. Neither does Emanuel Swe- 
denborg ſay any ſuch thing. We believe every one, 
who 1s truly principled in goodneſs, and conſequently 
lives a good life, will go to heaven. Burt we believe 
that no perſon will actually inter into heaven, until 
all evil in his will, principle, or affections, be ſub- 
dued or caſt out, and all falſe doctrines be removed 
from his underſtanding, viz. that he can only enter 
as a form of goodneſs and truth, or love and wil- 
dom ; as nothing that 1s evi/ or falſe can find ad- 
miſſion there. And in the ſame number of the 
Univerſal Theology, p. 795, Emanuel Swedenborg 
ſays, «© Thoſe who do not acknowledge the Lord” 
(that is, after death) „are under heaven, and are 
« there inſtructed; they who receive him after in- 
cc ſtruction, are taken up into heaven: but they 
* who do not receive him, are caſt into hell. — 


e this number are they, WO LIKE the Socinians 
| cc have 


( 9 Þ 
c have approached God the Father alone; or who 
« ite the Arians, have denied the divinity of the 
« Lord's humanity.” By which he means, moſt 
obviouſly, thoſe who in this life have had a faith 
ſimilar to the Socinians and Arians, and at the ſame 
time are in ſuch a ſtare of confirmation in evil and 
falſehood, as after death not to be capable of receiv- 
ing the Lord. By receiving, or acknowledging 
the Lord, Emanuel Swedenborg means a' heart 
acknowledgment, which is to believe in him, love 
him, and do his will. So that men are not caſt 
into hell merely for being Socinians or Arians, as 
to principle, in this life, but as having ſo connected 
evil of life with the falſehood of faith, as to be in- 
capable of inſtruction and heavenly bleſſedneſs in 
the life to come. 


J am ſorry, Sir, you ſhould have i es” 
miſtaken our principles, as to ſuppoſe we are deſ- 
titute of charity. I know it is but too common, for 
one denomination of chriſtians to think another un- 
charitable ; but the eſſential principles upon which 
all our doctrines are founded, are /ove to God, and 
charity to man and we are fo far from condemning 
any man on account of his particular faith, or opi- 
nion, that we do moſt firmly believe, every one who 
lives a good life will be ſaved, although his opinions 
here may be diametrically oppoſite to our own. 

In the remaining part of your Letter, you only 
recite ſome of thoſe ſentiments which we maintain, 
without animadverting upon them; and as I fee 
nothing therein improperly ſtated, it is not neceſ- 


fary 
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ſary for me to make any obſervations further upon 


this Letter. 


I therefore proceed to your ſecond, in the be- 
ginning of which you ſay, The ſyſtem exhibited 
« in the preceding Letter muſt be acknowledged to 
© be net, and very extraordinary, differing mate- 
<« rially from the faith of every other denomination 
« of chriſtians.” 

I allow the fyitern appears to chriſtians in ge- 
neral, new and extraordinary, and that it does very 
materially differ from their preſent faith; but that 
the ſyſtem is in isſelf new, or extraordinary, we 
cannot fo eaſily allow. Suppoſe ſome philoſopher 
or politician had, a thouſand years ago, eſtabliſhed 
a ſyſtem of philoſophy or politics, and the ſyſtem 
were then made known, and received univerſally 
through the nation; but in a few centuries the 
people, for want of attending to it, and being regard- 
leſs of it, intirely loſt all knowledge concerning it, 


and Dr. Prieſtley, in the preſent age, revived that 


ſyſtem, publiſhed it, and made it known to the na- 
tion—in this caſe, it might be ew and extraordinary 
to them, but it would not be ſo in ig And if it 
can be proved that the doctrines and truths of this 
diſpenſation are eſſentially the ſame as choſe taught 


by the holy word in all ages, then what extraordinary 
evidence can be neceſſary for their confirmation? 


But, Sir, you ſeem to confound the particular 
communications made to Emanuel Swedenborg, 
with the doctrines and truths delivered in his writ- 
ings. Not but J allow it is neceſſary for us to be 

rationally 


= TR 1 
rationally convinced thoſe communications were 
made to him, before we pretend to believe them. 
You ſeem, Sir, to lay a wonderful ſtreſs upon the 
working of miracles, or foretelling future events. 


Bur are we not liable to be deceived even with _ 


reſpect to theſe? Did the miracles which Moſes 
wrought convince Pharaoh that the God of Ifrael 
was the true God, or prevail upon him to let 
Ifrael go from Egypt? No, rather, it was what 
he and his land fuffered in conſequence of thoſe 
miracles, which induced him ſo to do. Did all 
the miracles which Moſes wrought in the ſight of 
the Iſraelites, both in Egypt, at the Red Sea, and 
in the Wilderneſs, operate in the real good of that 
people ? We know they did not. Did the miracles 
which Jefus Chriſt performed convince the Jews 
that he was the Meſſiah? Was he generally be- 
lieved in on that account ? It ſeems not. Is it not 
faid, John xii. 37, But though he had done fo 
many miracles before them, yet they believed not 
on him. And in Matt. xiti. 58, And be did 
not many mighty works there, becauſe of their 
unbelief. And Abraham truly fays, If ye be- 
lieve not Moſes and the prophets, neither will 
ye be convinced though one roſe from the dead. 
Is it not evident, that the plain ſolid truths which 
our Lord and his apoſtles delivered, made a thoufand 
times more proſelytes (independent of miracles) 
than all the miracles that were wrought! ? Nordo 
I think there is much propriety in ſaying, « The 
former diſpenſations of religion required to be 


abel by miracles,” or were fo eſtabhſhed. 
It 
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It forms much more evident and rational, that they 
were eſtabliſhed on the divine truth of God, And 


as to foretelling future events, at the commence- 


ment of a new diſpenſation, in order to confirm the 


truth of it, this can have but little weight with a 
thinking intelligent mind ; nay, there is a manifeſt 
inconſiſtency in it: becauſe future events can only 


be known when that future time arrives, and there- 


fore nothing can be determined till the actual ac- 
compliſhment. But, in the preſent caſe, as a con- 
fiderable number of years have elapſed ſince the 
writings of Emanuel Swedenborg were publiſhed 
to the world, we have it in our power to prove, 
in the fulleſt and moſt unexceptionable manner, 


that he actually did foretell many ſingular things, 


which have been BOY fulfilled according to his 
predictions. 

But theſe are things which we lay no 
ſtreſs upon, nor conſider as evidences or proofs of 
his miſſion, and therefore have given ourſelves no 
concern about their being publiſhed to the world. 
Yet, Sir, there is one gircumſtance which I think 
it right to notice here, though it is in your 7th 
Letter, p. 54; you ſay, © Though he” (Emanuel 


. Swedenborg) © viſited not only the moon, and the 


« planets of our ſyſtem, but alſo various planets 
<« belonging to other ſuns, he ſays nothing of that 
« which has lately been diſcovered by Dr. Herſ- 
« chell. Had that planet no exiſtence. at that 
ce time? This does not look like inſpiration !”— 
Now, Sir, had you read his Origin of the Earth, 
or a note in the roth number of the Magazine of 
Knowledge 
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„„ 
Knowledge concerning Heaven and Hell, &c. you 
would have ſeen that Emanuel Swedenborg knew 
of that planet, which at a later date Dr. Herſchell 
diſcovered. © Emanuel Swedenborg's treatiſe on 
< the Origin of the Earth, was publiſhed in Latin, 
c in the year 1745, and it was not till the year 
« 178r that Dr. Herſchell diſcovered it. And as 
« Baron Swedenborg was not in the habit of mak- 


& ing actual obſervations, not being provided with 


« the inſtruments neceſſary for that purpoſe, it is 
cc highly probable that he received his information 
cc of a ſeventh primary planet, from the ſpiritual 
« world; the truth of which has ſince been con- 
« firmed 8 the aſtronomical obſervations of Dr. 
« Herſchell. | 

But to return. It does not appear then chat 
miracles are neceſſary to eftabliſh a diſpenſation, 
divine truth alone being its foundation, and there- 
fore we ſee no wonderful propriety or beauty in 
your ſimile of a cottage ſtanding upon a rock, and 
a palace upon the ſand. 


In your next paragraph, p. II, Letter II. you 


ſay, « To come from God with a meſſage to man 
e is a very ſerious and important thing, for which 


* no man, however excellent, hath any right to 
expect that his own word ſhould be taken.” You 
then ſuggeſt, that © Emanuel Swedenborg might 
« deceive himſelf, eſpecially by ſuppoſing he had 
<« intercourſe with God and the inviſible world by 
« night ; that ſeeing an angel in a dream, is but 
dreaming he ſaw one; and the ſame reveries 
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1 as } 


* might be by day, and his writings appear to me 
* nothing more than what fo ingenious and labo- 
c rious a man, of fertile imagination, was very 
<« well capable of.” 

That a meſſage from God to man is a ſerious 
and important thing, we allow ; nor has any man, 
however excellent, a right to expect his own word 
ſhould be taken. And we are as far from taking 
Emanuel Swedenborg's own word, as we are from 
taking Dr. Prieſtley's, if he ſhouid tell us that 
the ſoul of man is a lump of dirt, water, fire, and 
air, mixed together in a very curious manner, We 
muſt have ſomething more than a man's bare word 
in all matters of religion; nor will dreams by 
night, or reveries by day, ſatisfy us—they would 
be of no more effect in compelling our faith, 
than miracles were to the whole Jewiſh nation. 
No, Sir, it is a rational, ſolid, and ſcriptural con- 
viction, that can alone compel us to believe what- 
ever relates to religion, and the happineſs of our 
fouls. It is upon this ground we receive the writ- 
ings of Emanuel Swedenborg, and upon no other ; 
which ground I ſhall conſider in my next Letter. 
But, Sir, if you conceive his writings to be nothing 
more than ſuch as an ingenious and laborious man 
of a fertile imagination is capable of, I cannot help 
thinking you have read but few of his works, or 
if moſt of them, but in a very curſory manner ; 
becaule it not only appears to me, but alſo to a 
great number of very judicious, rational, and in- 
telligent minds, that no mere man could have 

written 


EN 


written what he has done, except peculiarly taugli 
of God. And I am not unwilling to acknowledge, 
that the vaſt depth of wiſdom, and uncommon extent 
of knowledge maniteſt in his works, is a very ſtrong 
preſumptive evidence to us that he was a meſſenger 
from God. | 5 

You ſeem happy to find a virtual appeal to 
an exiſting fact, which it is poſſible to aſcertain by 
proper inquiry. The fact you allude to is the re- 
ception of our doctrines in the interior parts of 
Africa, and which, you ſay, we are willing to con- 
ſider as a proof that he (Emanuel Swedenborg) 
was really inſpired, notwithſtanding our affecling 
not to want the evidence of miracles. Indeed, 
Sir, I know not that we affe# any thing of this 
kind. We want no miracles in proof for our own 
conviction, being rationally and ſcripturally con- 
vinced without them ; nevertheleſs, we doubt not 
the truth of what Emanuel Swedenborg has ſaid 
upon that ſubje&, and ſhall be happy to have it au- 


” thenticated in the fulleſt manner, for the ſatisfaction 


of Dr. Prieſtley, or any other incredulous mind. 
For I may very juſtly apply a few lines of your own 
to the preſent caſe, with which I ſhall conclude this 

Letter. © That all mankind were not immediately 

convinced of the truth of chriſtianity, may be fuf- 
« ficiently accounted for” (this, and what follows, 
will apply in the preſent inſtance) © as from the 
< little intereſt that great numbers take in any thing 
relating to religion, from the averſion which the 


*« greateſt part of mankind have to examine into 
« any 


1 
ec any thing that is new, when it is hoſtile to that 


< which is ola; and their liſtening to any idle tales 
<« to the prejudice of thoſe who teach it, which we 


te ſee every day. And if the powerful, the learned, 
& and the polite, whoſe prejudices are (very) ſtrong, 
« would not read or think ſeriouſly on the ſubject, 
tc many others would be influenced by their example, 
ce and join in a #/ind oppoſition to what they had 


© never conſidered, from imagining that it was not 


« worth their while to conſider it“ .“ 

Thus it is with thouſands at this day ; they 
receive not the truth, becauſe it is oppoſite to their 
own ſyſtems ; they hear every idle tale againſt it to 
increaſe their own prejudices, and will not conſider 
it ſeriouſly and candidly for themſelves, leaſt they 
ſhould be converted from their falſe ah pare WE 
healed of their errors. 


I am, Rev. Sir, 
99. Yours, &c. 
— 


LETTER II. 


REV. SIR, oe 
Yo U fay, in the latter end of your 


ſecond Letter, that as we withhold the evidence of 


proper miracles, © in confirmation of our doctrines, 


See Dr. Prieſtley's Diſcourſe on the ReſurreRion of Jeſus Chriſt, 
p. 36. 
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e and the miſſion of E. Swedenborg's evidence of 
ce ſome other kind, which can only be the con- 
« formity of your doctrines to the natural reaſon of 
< things, and the plain ſenſe of ſcripture, ought to be 
« peculiarly ſtrong.” To theſe texts you have 
attempted to bring the principal of our doctrines. 
But, Sir, as I am perſuaded you have done that 
work but very imperfectly, I will alſo make the 
attempt, and ſee if I can ſucceed any better, if not, 
I own I muſt give up the cauſe to abler hands. I 
proceed to your third Letter, and as I wiſh to be 
as conciſe as the nature of the ſubject will admit, I 
ſhall not follow you, particularly, through every 
ſentence, yet not deſignedly omit one which you 
might ſuppoſe important and peculiarly applicable 
to the matter in hand. Your whole Letter goes 
to prove that Jeſus Chriſt is a diſtinct perſon from 
God the Father, and a mere man. 


I will firſt conſider your own arguments, with 
the texts you have advanced to confirm them, and 
then offer a few in vindication of our own view, 
that Jeſus Chriſt is properly God, and the only 
God. TI confeſs, Sir, in this article we. differ as 
widely as it is poſſible for two perſons to do; and 
J have not the vanity to ſuppoſe I ſhall convince 
Dr. Prieſtley by all I can ſay, nor do I believe an 
angel from heaven would be able to do it. You 
have, no doubt, read a great number of writings 
which have been written on this important ſubject; 


as alſo probably what is written in the works of 
C ö E. Swe- 


{ #8 } 
E. Swedenborg. But {till your views are the ſame, 
and I am inchned to believe will be in and through 
this life, your confirmation is ſo great. However, 


the ſubject is of vaſt magnitude and importance— 
an error here is an awful one—and we cannot reaſon 


upon it with too much ſeriouſneſs and caution; not 
that I think it a difficult ſubject, hard to be under- 
| Rood and known, but the reverſe: I preſume it is 
plainly and fully ſtated in the holy word ; and to 
that word I am willing to appeal—upon that ground, 
Sir, I cheerfully meet you. All that you ſay about 
the rules concerning the uſe of words, may be very 
proper, and to diſpute about mere words, 'or the 
uſe of them, will only be ſpending time to little 
purpoſe. That Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaks of being ſent 
by the Father—prayed to the Father—that of him 
ſelf he could do nothing—that the Father was 
greater than he—that the apoſtles ſpeak of him as 
2 man approved of God—and many times they 
ſpeak of him as diſtinct fam the Father; all this 
we allow. 
But, Sir, it is ſomething Curious, that all the 
texts you have advanced, from p. 21 to 24, you 
conſider as merely literal, and that they muſt be li- 
terally underſtood; but in the next page, you quote 
John xiv. 8, Sbew us the Father ? Jeſus ſaid, He 
that bath ſeen me hath ſeen the Father ; and ſay, 
« that we cannot deny but Jeſus was uſed to ſpeak 

te in figurative language; ſuggeſting this text as 
one proof of 1 it, But is this text any more figura- 5 
tive 
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tive than that mentioned in your 23d page, I and my 
Father are one? or, My Father is greater than I ? == 
I ſhould ſuppoſe not. Should any gentleman, to 
whom you are unknown, meet you in a London 
Coffee-houſe, enter into converſation with you, and 
ſay, Sir, I have heard of Dr. Prieſtley, but never ſaw 
him; can you tell me where I may obtain an inter- 


view with him? And ſuppoſe you were to reply, 


Sir, He who hath ſeen me, hath ſeen Dr. Prieſtley? 
Would there be any ambiguity in this anſwer? Would 
it not be plain and obvious ? Nay, would it not be a 
more elegant reply than ſaying, I am Dr. Prieſtley? 
That Jeſus Chriſt is frequently ſpoken of as diſtinct 
from the Father, that he ſpake of himſelf in that 
manner, and that he prayed to the Father, and alſo 
that the apoſtles frequently mention him as diſtinct, 
is true, and all eaſily accounted for. He appeared 
among the Jews as the Son of God, and actually 
was ſo, as ro his humanity—he appeared as a 


man, and really was a man—he came to teach, to 


ſuffer, and to die—he came as the promiſed Meſ- 
ſiah, the ſeed of the woman, the Saviour and Re- 


deemer of mankind, and it was highly neceſſary he 


ſhould appear as a man. And in his ſtate of hu- 
miliation, ſuffering, and death, he was, as to the 
humanicy, diſtin& from the deity, or the Father; 
for deity could not ſuffer nor die. Moreover, it is 
plain that the Lord concealed his divinity from the 
Jews—he ordered his diſciples not to tell them who 
he was. Had they actually known that he was 
the God of their fathers, vailed in a human body, 

&3:-/- . 
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they could not have lifted up a hand againſt him, 
or crucified him. Again, that diſpenſation was 
more peculiarly a diſpenſation of the Son; his hu- 
manity was called the Son of God, and it was ſo. 
The apoſtles, therefore, preached him to Jews and 

Gentiles, as the Son of God, and the Saviour of 
the world: hence there was no impropriety in the 
diſtinctions made—they are neceſſary and important. 
You ſuggeſt, Sir, that our Lord meant, when 
he ſaid, He that bath ſeen me hath ſeen the Father, 
the <vorks that were done by him; but J may as well 
| ſuppoſe another thing as you ſuppoſe bat, it being 
a mere ſuppoſition only. I am inclined to think 
that if any man had came to Iſaiah the prophet, or 
Peter the apoſtle, and ſaid, as Thomas does here, 
Lord (or Maſter) we know not Tohither thou goeſt, 
and how can we know the way? And alſo, Shew 
us the Father, and it ſufficeth? And Iſaiah or Peter 
had replied, I am the Way, the Truth, and the Life ; 
if ye bad known me ye ſhould have known my Father 
! alſo, and from henceforth ye know him, and have ſeen 
bim; he that hath ſeen me hath ſeen the Father; 1 
am in the Father, and the Father in me. I ſay, 
had Iſaiah or Peter made this reply, you would, I 
preſume, have thought it a moſt arrogant, pre- 
ſumptuous, and falſe one; and yet if Jeſus be, as 
you fay, but a mere man, I ſee not why he ſhould 
thus ſpeak any more than Iſaiah, Peter, or Raney | 
other prophet or apoſtle. 
You ſay, we urge Col. ii. 9, In bim Juelleth 


all the fulneſs of the . badily ; but this, you 
fay, | 


T 1 
fay, might be the caſe without Jeſus Chriſt him- 


ſelf being God, when the divine power was mani- 


feſted by him. Indeed, Sir? What then, is the 
divine power alone all the fulneſs of the Godhead 
bodily ? Has the Godhead nothing but divine power? 
Are there not divine love, divine wiſdom, divine 
omniſcience, divine omnipreſence, divine goodneſs, 

Kc. &c. in the Godhead? And can all the fulneſs 


of the Godhead be where all the Godhead is not? 


And can all the Godhead, with all its fulneſs bodily, 
dwell in a being who is t Gd? Did all the ful- 
neſs of the godhead dwell bodily in Paul, when he 


healed the lame man at Lyſtra of Lycaonia ? Here 


the divine power was manifeſted, but all the fulneſs 
of the Godhead bodily was as far from dwelling in 


Paul, as Paul was from creating the univerſe. — 


Surely, Sir, I may here ſay, that powerful reaſoners 
ſometimes deal in very weak arguments. And is 
the phraſcology of this paſſage unfavourable to our 
hypotheſis alſo? What, cannot that which dwells 
in a perſon be the ſame thing with himſelf? Indeed, 
Sir, I thought it might, and I think fo ſtill. I 
allow, that if Dr. Prieſtley dwells in a manſion, or 
J. Proud in a cottage, that manſion is not Dr. 


Prieſtley, nor that cottage J. Proud. But if wil- 
dom, affection, thought, rationality, dwell in Dr. 


Prieſtley, I ſay they are the ſame things with him- 
ſelf take them all away, and where ſhall we find 
the Doctor? Therefore I rationally and ſcripturally 
conclude, that if all the fulneſs of the Godhead 
_ dwells bodily in Jeſus Chriſt, then the Godhead 
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is there. If all the fulneſs of the Godhead dwells 
in him, there is no part of that fulneſs in any other 
but him; if there cannot be all the fulneſs of the 
Godhead, unlefs there be a divine power, wiſdom, 
love, omniſcience, omnipreſence, goodneſs, &c. &c. 
then all of divine power, wiſdom, love, omniſcience, 
&c. are in the Lord God and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt. 
And if all this fulneſs be in him, yea, all the fulneſs 
of the Godhead bodily, where am I to find another 
God? or why ſhould I ſeek for another ? Would it 
not be ſuperlative folly ro ſuppoſe there are two 
beings in whom dwell all the fulneſs of the Godhead? 
_ I preſume it would, 
You fay, p. 26, © We urge Chriſt's ſaying 
(John x. 30) © that be and the Father are one, i. e. 
cc the fame God. But by the ſame argument all 
cc the diſciples of Chriſt may be proved to be-unit- 
« ed with them in the Godhead. For he prays, 
« John xvit. 11, that they might be one as they two 
te were one, ver. 21, that they all may be one as thou, 
« Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they alſo may 
& be one in us,” My dear Sir, ſubterfuge and ſo- 
phiſtry, in matters of a religious nature, I utterly 
diſlike; and I am ſorry to ſay there appears too 
much of theſe in your Letters. You muſt know, 


Sir, that if ver, 11, 21, are to be conſidered. in the 


light you would here repreſent them, they muſt 
militate as much againſt your own views as ours. 
For if the diſciples are to be all that in relation 
to the Father, or Deity, which Chriſt is, then they 


mult all be Chrifts, Saviours, and Sons of God, 
1 — 
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n ſo that this is ſtraining the point 
by much too far. That Jeſus and the Father are 


one, will be proved by and bye. But we all welt 
know what 1s meant by the union here ſpoken of, 
between the diſciples and their God, viz. a ſpiritual 
conjunction, that the chriftian's life may be from 
the Lord, they living in him and by him a life of 
love, wiſdom, and purity, and thus being happy 
with him for ever. But this might be illuftrated 
ſtill farther, if this were a proper place for it; be- 
fide it is not faid that they may be one with us, 
but ane Id us. However it would be quite needleſs 
to dwell on this circumſtance, it being ſo e 
to every rational mind. 
Akin to the above, Sir, is what you (ay, alone 

the middle of p. 27, Matt. xxiu. 9, One is your 
« Father, even God,” rather, one is your Father 
which is in heaven} © but does it therefore follow 
Sr that we have no other Father beſides God, and yet, 

< according to your argument, if every perſon who 
ce is called a ſaviaur be God, every one who is called 
c a father muſt be ſo too.“ I fincerely with, Sw, 
you would forbear this evaſive and ſophiſtical me- 
thod of arguing ; it can do you no credit, nor ga n 
you any advantage. We pretend not to ſay that 
every perſon who is called a Saviour is God alſo; 
we acknowledge there have been many ſaviours or 
deliverers, who are not Gods; we only ſay that the 
Lard Jeſus Chriſt the Saviour is God, and not mere- 
ly becauſe he is called a ſaviour, but becauſe he is 


that, which no one but God himſelf can be. The 
8 texts 
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texts you allude to in this page of yours, will be con- 
ſidered preſently. But you add, « We lay great 
ce ſtreſs on Chriſt being called he Alpha and the 
| « Omega; but this is no more a proper name of 
ö « God, than ſaviour, or father. It may ſignify the 
5 « chief, or founder of any thing.” Indeed, Sir! I 
| never heard this before, that Alpha and Omega 
| may be ſo applied think we have not yet adopted 
it in common language. Do we call the founder of 
the Free School in New-ſtreet, Apba and Omega? 
or the chief of an army by that name, or thoſe 
names rather ? Are thoſe words, or names, applied 
to any one, throughout the whole book of God, ex- 
cept the Lord Jebovab? Twice in Iſaiah, xliv. 6, 
xIviil. 12, he is called the Firft and the Laſt (which 
means, doubtleſs, the ſame as Alpha and Omega). 
1 And in Rev. i. 8, xxii. 13, theſe two names are 
| mentioned, and in both places evidently applied to 
Jeſus Chriſt. And thus it appears that this is a 
proper name of God, in a much ſtricter ſenſe than 
ſaviour, or father; becauſe men have been called 
both the latter, but there is not one place in which 
4 this name, Apbha and Omega, is mentioned in the 
| whole bible, but it applies to God alone. And I 
do not recolle& that it is uſed in any common 
writings by any author, ancient or modern, in re- 
ſpect to any perſon or being, ſave the Lord. And 
even the obvious ſenſe of the words implies, that 
1 they only belong to God, as no one can be the Firſt 
] and the Laſt, in a ſtrict and proper ſenſe, but God 
1 only. And as it is plainly applied to Jeſus Chriſt, 
43 | you 
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you have, Sir, reminded us of one text in proof of 
his Foes divinity. 

You ſay, p. 28, © that a perſon being occaſionally 
« denominated by the name of God is no proof that 
cc he is God.” We allow this. Nor is it ſo ſlender 
a foundation as a particular name occafionally given, 
on which we eſtabliſh the ſole divinity of Jeſus 
Chriſt, though you would ſeem to ſuggeſt as much. 
What you ſay about the 7rinity, p. 28, 29, I ſhall 
refer to a future Letter; and as to the Preface an- 
nexed to the Summary View, I ſee nothing im- 
proper in—but we will fay, in your own words, p. 
29, © We heſitate not to meet the full force of po- 
d pular prejudice, by admitting the imputations of 
our adverſaries in their moſt obnoxious forms; 
« confident that truth ſtands in need of no ſhelter 

« at all.? And I know of no ſhelter that we have 
recourſe to. 
You ſay, p. 30, „“ With a change of our 
ce phraſeology, and very little in our ideas, we are 
ce as proper unitarians as you, who are uſually called 
« Socinians.” Is it ſo, Sir? Will a very /ittle 
change in our ideas make us ſuch unitarians as 
yourſelves ? Then, Sir, your beſt ſtep would have 
been to have ſhewn us what that very litile in our 
ideas is, and confined yourſelf merely to that ſubject, 
as I dare ſay you would willingly make us ſuch kind 
of unitarians. But, Sir, I am as yet obliged to be- 
heve, that our ideas are as eſſentially different from 


Pour's as it is poſſible for them to be; becauſe 


we believe that the Lord J cus 1 is the only God of 
heaven 


1 

heaven and earth, in his own divine- perſon, and 
you ſay the word that dwelt in him was the one 
true God ; but at the ſame time you have told us 
that which dwelt in him was not the ſame thing with 
humſel, but guize different from bim. You add, 
ce what is the difference, excepting in words, between 
« ſaying that Jefus was a man united to God, and a 
« man inſpired by God.” Why, Sir, we think the 
difference is exceeding great, inaſmuch as perſons 
may be infpired by the Lord, and at the ſame time 
not united to him. Our bible, I think, will furniſh 
us with proofs of this. 

We cannot, at preſent, take the advice you 
give us in the laſt ſentence or two of your third Let- 
ter, viz. to ſay only that Jeſus was a man, and that 
God was with him, and acted by him. We can fay 
this of Moſes, the prophets, and apoſtles, but we can- 
not rank the Lord Jeſus Chriſt with theſe men. We 
are willing, with you, to diſclaim all plurality of 
Gods, together with different perſons in the Trinity ; 
but in faying what you would have us ſay, as above, 
we think we ſhould not effectually ſecure the truth of 
all the declarations of Chriſt, as proceeding from God 
uſt as much as if he himſelf had been God. There- 
fore, Sir, as yet, we are not on this ſubject agreed. 
Perhaps in my next Letter our diference may ſtill 
more fully appear ; in the mean time I wiſh to agree 
with you in all that is good and true, and am, 


Rev. Sir, yours, &c. 


LETTER 
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REV. SIR, 


1 Obſerve, in your third Letter, you 
wonder we contend ſo much for a trinity, becauſe 
the word itſelf is not mentioned in the bible; and 
you ſuggeſt the trinity we contend for is a very 
imperfect one. As to the word 1/elf is of little 
conſequence ; however I do not know that a better 
can be made uſe of to expreſs a three-fold prin- 
ciple, and if our views of a trinity be imperfect, 
you muſt, Sir, to correct us in this caſe, correct 
the bible alſo, For we only mean what the angel 
meant when he ſpake to Mary; what Jeſus meant; 
and alſo his apoſtles. The Angel ſays, The Holy 
Ghoſt ſhall come upon thee, the pawer of the Higheſt 
overſhadow thee, and that haly thing born of thee ſhall 
be called the Son of God. Here mention is made 
of three, viz. the Higheſt, the Holy Ghoſt, and the 
Son of God; Luke i. 35. Jeſus ſays, Matt. xxviit. 
19, Go ye, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Haly 
Ghoſt. And John's iſt Epiſt. v. 7, There are three 
that bear record in heaven, the Father, the Ward, 
and the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe three are one. Hence, 
Sir, we ſay there is a proper trinity in the one God: 
and alſo that there are three eſſentials of one God, 
But as this ſubject does not immediately affect our 
COn- 


1 
controverſy, and as I have one before me of more 
importance to be firſt known. I ſhall, as to this, 
refer you to the ane Theology, No. 163 to 
168. | 
Tuoou tell us, in the beginning of your fourth 
Letter, that you think you have ſhewn there is 
no foundation in reaſon or the ſcriptures, for Chriſt 
and God being the ſame perſon, And in your late 
Sermon on the Reſurrection, you ſignify that one 


of the great corruptions of chriſtianity, © is the 


ce :dolatrous worſhip of Jeſus Chriſt, and other buman 
cc beings,” p. 21 of that Sermon. Now, Sir, as we 
think you have not ſhewn us, either from reaſon or 
ſcripture, that Chriſt and God are not the ſame per- 
ſon; and as we judge the greateſt corruption in 
chriſtianity is, that Jeſus Chrift is not worſhipped as 


God only; I ſhall, in this Letter, endeavour to 


prove the very reverſe of what you think you have 
proved already, viz. that the Lord and Saviour 
Jeſus Chriſt is the only true God. EG. 

It is truly aſtoniſhing that ſentiments ſo dia- 
metrically oppoſite, concerning the one God of 


heaven and earth, ſhould obtain amongſt the ju- 


dicious, learned, and pious, in the chriſtian world, 
But fo it is; and perhaps there is no article in 


which they are more divided than in this. It is 


true, the greater part of chriſtians believe in the 
divinity of Jeſus Chriſt (though few own him to be 
God alone). And it appears (to me at leaſt) that 
the principal cauſe why the Unitarians, Socinians, 


Arians (call them what you pleaſe) gave into the 
notion 


„ 

notion that the Father only is God, and Jeſus no 
more than a man, is, that they could by no means 
reconcile the idea of three Gods, or three perſons 
in the Godhead, and therefore they concluded, as a 
more conſiſtent ſcheme, that the Father alone is 
God, and Jeſus only a man, not being able to bear 
the idea of more Gods than one. And as men 


may confirm almoſt any doctrine by the bare letter 


of the word, confining themſelves to ſome particu- 
lar parts of it, ſo they took thoſe parts in confirma- 
tion of their opinions, and little regarded the 
others. Nevertheleſs, one would think an impar- 
tial and unprejudiced mind would take into the ac- 
count every part of the word, comparing one with 
the other, and thus judge of doctrine by the uniform 
conſent and agreement of the whole. And how it 
is poſſible for any perſon to proceed in this manner, 
and at the ſame time conceive that the Lord Jeſus 
is not God, J confeſs I am at a loſs to account for. 
Lou have, Sir, adduced a few texts, in order to 
confirm your views, which I have already conſider- 
ed; you have mentioned one or two in favor of 
our ſcheme, which you have tried to evade. But 
I muſt take the liberty of laying before you, and 
all who may read theſe pages, many more por- 
tions of the holy word, in confirmation of our ſen- 
timents. Not that I doubt your being acquainted 
with them, or that I expect they will operate in 
your conviction; for a confirmation in error is 2 
negation of truth: and I wiſh it to be underſtood, 


that I do not anſwer your Letters from a preſump- . 


| bis Name one, Zach. xiv. 9. He ſhall be called 


_ 1 

tion that I ſhall convert Dr. Prieſtley to our views, 
but rather to vindicate divine truth—oppoſe the 
influence of error and be uſeful to mankind. 

I ſhall, Sir, firſt, adduce ſome paſſages out of 
the Prophets, to prove that Jehovah, God himſelf, 
is the Saviour and Redeemer, and then refer to 
others in the New Teſtament, in proof that the 
Saviour and Redeemer, the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is 
that Jehovah, God himſcif. 

And it ſhall be ſaid, in that day, Lo, this is our 
God, toe have waited for him, and he will ſave us; 
this is Fehovah (as you know it is Jehovah, not 
Lord, in the original Hebrew) we have waited 


for bin, wwe will be glad and rejoice in bis ſal- 


vation, Iſa. xxv. 9. The voice of him that crieth 
in the wilderneſs, prepare ye the way of Jehovah, 
make ftraight in the d:ſart an highway for our God; for 
the glory of Jebovab fhall be revealed, and all fleſh ſhall 


fee it together. Behold the Lord God will come with 


ffrong hand, and his arm fhall rule for him; he ſhall feed 
bis flock like a fhepherd, Iſa. xl. 3, 5, 10, 11. 17 
Jebovab am thy God, and thou ſhalt know no God befides 
me, for there is no Saviour beſide me, Hoſea xiil. 4. 
The Lord of Hoſts is his Name, and thy Redeemer, 
the Holy One of Iſrael, the God of the whole earth 


Hall be be called, Iſa. liv. 5. Behold the days come, 


that I will raiſe unto David a righteous branch, and 
this is his Name, Jehovah our righteouſneſs, Jer. 
xXxiii. v. And Jebovab fhall be king over all the 
earth; in that day there ſhall be one Jehovah, and 


the © 


C30 1 
the Mighty God, the everlaſting Father, Iſa. ix. 6. 
1 am the fit, and I am the laft, and beſides me 
| there is no God, Iſa. xliv. 6. xlviii. 12. And God 
faid to Mofes, I AM that I AM. I AM bath 
fen me uno you, Exodus iii. 14. 5 
Theſe, Sir (with many more) are plain, ob- 
vious texts of ſcripture, not only declaring that the 
Lord God Almighty is the Saviour of men, but 
that very Saviour which was to come and appear * 
in the fleſh. He is declared to be the Jehovah, 
expected and waited for, that he will ſave us. 
His glory was to be revealed, and all fleſh to fee 
it. That this Lord God would come with ſtrong 
hand, and feed his flock like a ſhepherd. He is 
called both Saviour, Redeemer, Lord of Hoſts, Holy 
One of Iſrael, the God of the whole earth. And 
ſuppoſe there were not a ſingle paſſage in the New 
Teſtament relative to this ſubje&, would not every 
rational mind conclude that the Saviour and Re- 
deemer of mankind muſt be this one Jehovah God? 
Would not a man as ſoon believe act is white as 
that this God is not the Saviour and Redeemer, ac- 
tually and really, but that a mere man was ſo But 
let us fee what the New Teſtament ſays upon this 
ſubject. Jeſus ſays, Verily, verily J ſay unto yon, 7 
before Abraham was, I AM, John viii. 58. F ye 
believe not that I AM, ye fhall die in your fins, 
viii. 24. J and my Father are one, x. 30. I am ibe _- 
Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the ending, ſaith | | 
the Lord, which is, and which was, and which is ta 
come, the Almighty, Rev. i. 8. I am he that liveth, 


[ 83-1 
and was dead, and bebold I am alive for evermore, 
Amen, and have the keys of bell and death, ver. 18. 
He that ſeeth me, ſeeth him that ſent me, John xii. 45. 
He that bath ſeen me, hath ſeen the Father. I am in 
| the Father, and the Father in me; the Father duwell- 
eth in me, xiv. 9, 10, 11. In him dwelleth all the 
Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily, Col. ii. g. God was 
, manifeſt in the fla, 1 Tim. iii. 16. Emanuel, which 
is God with us, Matt. i. 23. We muſt all appear 
> before the judgment-ſeat of Chrifi, 2 Cor. v. 10. 1 
faw the dead, ſmall and great, ſtand before God, Rev. 
XX. 12. The word was with God, and the word was 
[ Gad, all things were made by him; in bim was 
Ife, and the life is the light of men; the world was 
it: made by bim, John i. 3, 4, &c. Jeſus ſaith, I am 
| the way, the truth, and the life, xiv. 6. I am the 
| reſurrefion and the life, xi. 25. He is God over all 
Bleſſed for ever, Rom. ix. 5. For by bim were all 
things created that are in heaven, and that are in 
' earth, viſible and inviſible, whether they be thrones, 
dominions, principalities, or powers; all. things were 
created by' him, and for him; and he is before all 
. things, and by him all things conſiſt ; and he is the head 
' of the body, the church, Col. i. 16, 17, 18. Feed the 
church of God, which be hath purchaſed with his own 
blood, Acts xx. 28. Jgſus breathed on them, and 
ſaid, Receive ye the Holy Ghoſt, John xx. 22. Go 
Je, and teach all nations, in the name of the Father, 
| rhe Son, and the Holy Ghoſt; and lo 1 am with 


| 8 
Fou even unto the end of the world, Matt, xxviii. 
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Theſe texts you ſee, Sir, are all plaind-Geihp 
quoted. No ſophiſtry is wanted to turn and twiſt 
them to our purpoſe. Here it is obvious that Te/us 
Chrift is the I AM, the Almighty, God in the fleſh, 
the Creator, Light and Life of the world, God over 
all, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoft, the 
Alpha and Omega, the King of Kings and Lord of 


Lords, the only wiſe God our Saviour, Jude 25.— 
He is omnipotent ; all power is his—He is om- 


niſcient ; Lord, thou knoweft all things He is om- 


nipreſent; Lo, Tam with you, even to the end of the © 


world —He is worſhipped and adored by all in hea- 
ven; I heard the voice of many angels round about the 
throne, and the elders, and the number of them was ten 
thouſand times ten thouſand, and thouſands of thouſands, 


ſaying with a loud voice, Worthy is the Lamb that was © 


ſlain, to receive power, and riches, and wiſdom, and 
firength, and honor, and glory, and bleſſing, &c. Rev. 
v. II, 12.—And again, Great and marvellous are 
_ thy works, Lord Ged Almighty ; juſt and true are thy 


ways, thou King of Saints; who ſhall not fear thee, 


O Lord, and glorify thy name, for thou only art holy; 


Pr all nations Hall come and wor ſnip MES thee, 


Rev. xv. 3, 4. 

Now, Sir, theſe are only a few of thoſe texts 
which prove the Lord Jeſus Chriſt to be the one 
God of heaven and earth; here is. no comment 
upon them not a word altered as I know of. — 
Every one of theſe texts apply to, and are ſpoken 
of, the Lord Jeſus the Saviour. And will you ſay 
A ſtill * he 1 is not the only God? that he is not pro- 
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perly God at all? that he is a mere man, a mere 
creature ? that it 1s idolatry to worſhip him? Are 


all the angels and ſaints in heaven continually com- 
mitting idolatry, while they are bowing the knee be- 


fore the Lord Jeſus, and giving glory to his name? 
Did they ſay wrong, when they ſaid, all nations ſpall 


come and wor ſbip before thee? Can you ſay, with an 
unfaultering tongue, that it is idolatry to worſhip . 


this Lord God and Saviour? Did John fall down 
as dead at the feet of the mighty God and Son of 
man, who ſtood in the midſt of the ſeven golden 
candleſticks, clothed with a garment down. to the 


feet, girt about the breaſts with a golden girdle; his 


head and hair white like wool, his eyes as a flame of 
fire, his feet like unto fine braſs, as if they burned in 
a furnace, and his voice as the ſound of many wa- 
ters; in his right hand ſeven ſtars, and out of his 
mouth went a ſharp two-edged ſword, and his coun- 
tenance was as the ſun ſhineth in his ſtrength ? Did 
John, I ſay, fall down at his feet as dead, being im- 
preſſed with the profoundeſt awe, humility, and fear, 
at the preſence of ſo divine and glorious a perſon- 
age; and can you tell us, John, all the ſaints and 
angels in heaven, and we upon earth are idolaters, 
becauſe we worſhip this moſt glorious, omnipotent, 
Almighty Lord? ; 
For a moment, Sir, imagine yourſelf in the ſitua- 
tion John was then in; that the Lord Jeſus thus 
apparelled, and appearing in all this heavenly glory, 
and divine majeſty, ſtood now before you; and 
ſuppoſe him ſaying to you; 1 am Alpha and Omega, 
| | | the 
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E 
the Almighty, thy Lord and thy Saviour what would 
you boldly look up and daringly fay, “ Jeſus, I 
«© know thee; thou art only a man like myſelf; I 
ce ſhall not bow the knee in thy preſence;-I will not 
* be guilty of idolatry thou deſerveſt no more 
c worſhip than myſelf ; thou waſt a great prophet 
Jon ut thou art only a man; I am a great 
<« philoſopher, and a man like thee; I worſhip thee 
cc not.” Would you dare thus to addreſs your 
Lord! I ſhould think not. 
Think not, Sir, that I bear too hard upon you. 
I do not. You declare this mighty God to be a 
mana creature only—ard that it is idolatry to wor- 
ſhip him! And I can truly ſay my heart is grieved 
for you while I write. I lament that a man of 
your abilities and learning ſhould thus degrade the 
God and Saviour who created you, redeemed you, 
and ſtill preſerves you; eſpecially T am grieved, as 
conſidering you a minifter, who may be an inſtru- 
ment of leading thoufands into a deluſion ſo dread- 
ful, a faith ſo contrary both to reaſon and ſcrip- 
ture. How ſenſibly muſt Saul be affected, when 
going to Damaſcus, the Lord appeared, and faid 
unto him, I am Jeſus whom thou perſecuteſt. And 
ſurely, Sir, no leſs can be ſaid of you, when you 
tell us that the worſhip of Jeſus Chriſt is idolatry, 
and a great abomination. But you wilt perhaps ſay, 
all the texts I have advanced will not convince you 
that the Lord Jeſus is the only God, or God at all. 
It may be fo; and I expect it. But what then 
though you are fo deeply confirmed in your ſen- 
RY D 2 timents 


. 2 Wen +44 n a 1 b 
TEL ITY Wat 1. ee eee eee eee, e Sorta 


1 
timents and prejudices againſt the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
as not to believe the expreſs declarations of him- 
ſelf; his prophets, and apoſtles ; yet I truſt every one 
is not ſo confirmed. For here it is plain, that we 
have the teſtimony of Jehovah God, before the in- 
carnation ; that of Jeſus, after the incarnation; and 
the united evidence of prophets and apoſtles, all 
declaring the one God 7o be the alone Saviour and 
Redeemer ; all poſitively aſſerting Jeſus Chriſt to be 
that identical Saviour and Redeemer, and every 
one witneſſing that the Lord Jeſus is properly and 
truly God, both by his names, his attributes, and 


his works : his names—he bears every name that 


13 applicable to the true God, and to God only; his 
attributes —almighty, onmiſcient, omnipreſent, eſſential 
holineſs (thou only art holy), everlaſting or eternal, 
&c. &c.; his works—created the world, yea, all 
things; raifed the dead (not as the apoſtles, viz. in 
the name of Jeſus we do this or that, but) in his 
own name, and by his own divine power; forgave 
fins, commanded the wind and the ſea with a word, 
cauſed a few ſmall loaves to feed ſeveral thouſand 
people, upholds all things, &c. &c. He is wor- 
ſhipped and adored by all in heaven, and every knee 
ſhall and muſt bow to his name, even the knee of 
Dr. Prieſtley. 

Now, Sir, if all theſe things do not prove that 
the Lord Jeſus Chrift is truly and properly God, 
yea, the only God, I wiſh to know how it is poſ- 
ſible to prove any thing at all. And as to the 


union of the humanity with the divinity, cannot we 
conceive 


LE © 

conceive of that as well as a thouſand other things 
which we give the fulleſt credit to ? Did not the 
Almighty appear to Moſes, Abraham, and many 
more, as an angel, in a proper human form? Did 
he not converſe face to face, as a man with his 
friend? He ſurely did. But yet it is ſaid, no man 
could fee his face and live; conſequently they did 
not ſee the eſſential divinity, but God appeared in 
theſe forms to them. And cannot the Almighty 
God take the human nature alſo? Was not thar 
humanity born of Mary from God alone? And is 
it not as eaſy for Jehovah to unite a humanity with 
his divinity, or clothe himſelf therewith, as it is 
for him to unite our bodies with our ſouls, or clothe 
our ſouls with thoſe bodies? And could the bleſſed 
God be ever ſeen or approached by us, if he did 
not take a human form ? Surely, Sir, there 1s no- 
thing ſo very incomprehenſible in all this. There- 
fore, by calling the deity, or divinity, the Father ; 
the humanity, the Son ; and the divine proceeding, 
or operation, the Holy Ghoſt; we have the one 
true God in one divine perſon, and that God the Lord 
God our Saviour. To whom be praiſe and glory 
for ever! | 


Tin ew. Br; 


Yours, &c. 


® See Hodſon's Jeſus Chriſt the True God, p. 131 to 134. 
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REV. SIR, 


HE greater part of your fourth 
Letter reſpects ſome particular circumftances re- 
tative to the union of the human nature with the 
divinity ; circumſtances theſe which no way affect 
the main doctrines we eſpouſe, and the diſquiſition 
of which would take up a great deal more room 
ah and time than I can, with any degree of conveni- 
{ ence, beſtow in this Anſwer. Nevertheleſs, I 


4 wiſh not to evade any one article, which you or 
11 your friends may think concluſive againſt our views. 
11 What I have ſaid at the end of my laſt Letter, with 
ll the quotation from Dr. Hodſon, will, I preſume, 
1 be a ſufficient anſwer to your remarks upon the 
1 union. You ſay, p. 34, Letter IV. «It is a funda- 
nt « mental article of our faith, that Chriſt, or God, 
itt « is but one perſon, one thinking intelligent mind; 
11 ec and that there was no other principle of intelli- 
11 « gence belonging to Jeſus ; and certainly the mere 
lt! ce body, glorified or not glorified, was incapable of 
. te thinking, or dictating any language at all.” I 
iff cannot, Sir, paſs over this article, although a ul 
1 diſcuſſion of it is incompatible with the brevity I in- 
3h tend. Had you attended (as I once adviſed you)- 
WH, more deliberately to the writings of Emanuel Swe- 
718 denborg, and made yourfelf more particularly ac- 
bt | quainted 
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quainted with them, by allowing yourſelf more time 
before you wrote againſt our doctrines, I do think, 
Sir, you would have ſeen ſeveral things in a very 
different light—we do allow that Jeſus Chriſt was 
a proper man; and if, Sir, we had the ſame ideas of 
a man as it appears you have, we might very eaſily 
account for the circumſtance you mention. For, 
if I am not much miſtaken, you conſider man as 
nothing more than a mere body of fleſh, blood, 
and bones: if I am miſtaken herein I muſt beg your 
pardon. But do you not ſay that man is altogether 
material ? and that the mind is nothing more than 
a fortuitious concatenation of matter ? that at death, 
when the functions of the body ceaſe, there is no 
longer any mind, thinking principle, or intelligence, 
until the raiſing of that body again from the earth ? 
If ſo, why might not the body of the Lord think, 
and dictate language, as well as your's or mine ? 
But, Sir, we ſay that every man has a ſoul diſtinct 
from his body, and which is ſpiritual and ſubſtantial, 
not material ; which ſoul is ſo formed as to be re- 
ceptive of love and wiſdom from the Lord, hav- 
ing a will and underſtanding ; that the Lord Jeſus 
had ſuch a natural ſoul, or principle, though not 
from man, but from the divinity; hence he could 
think, and dictate language for the Lord could 
not be ſtrictly and properly a man, unleſs he had 
all that which is eſſential to man. And all that 
he muſt have immediately from rhe divinity, as he 
had no natural father. If you read what Emanuel 
Swedenborg ſays upon this ſubject, in the Univerſal 
A D 4 Theology, 
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ſubjects than what you have mentioned, it ſays but 
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Theology, No. 110, and Doctrine of the Lord, 
No. 29, I preſume you are ſo much of a philo- 


ſopher as perfectly to underſtand him; and I the 


rather refer you to his writings on this and the like 
ſubjects, becauſe a full diſcuſſion of them would 
carry theſe Letters to a length far beyond what I 
intend. For this reaſon it is that I ſhall paſs over 
the remaining part of your fourth Letter, at leaft 
for the preſent, as I am willing to conſider the moſt 
important of your objections. 

I proceed, therefore, to your fifth Letter, 
which reſpects the ſecond coming of the Lord, and 
the laſt judgment. Theſe, I acknowledge, are with 
us fundamental ſubjects: —if theſe are not true, as 
ſtated by Emanuel Swedenborg, and maintained by 
us, much of our ſyſtem falls to the ground. Your 
words are as follows:“ Another of the conſpicu- 
e ous doctrines of your new church, relates to the 
« ſecond coming of Chrift, and a future judgment. 
« This, you ſay, has already taken place in the 
« ſpiritual world, to which alone it belongs, and that 
* it was accompliſhed in the year 1757. From 


e this time you ſuppoſe your new church, denoted 


ce in the ſcriptures by the kingdom of Chriſt, com- 
cc mences; that it is to ſpread, and fill the whole earth; 


« to continue for ever, there being no termination of 


ce the preſent ſtate of things, or any future judgment 
c to look for. Such are your ideas. Let us now 
e ſee what the ſcriptures ſay on theſe ſubjects.” 
But, Sir, if the ſcripture ſays no more about theſe 


very 


1 * 

very little indeed; for you have only produced 
three lines out of the evangeliſts, none out of the 
prophets, and a quotation of conſiderable length 
from Paul's Epiſtles. 

; This is the very way, Sir, by which men con- 
firm and eſtabliſh all their errors and traditions ; 
two or three paſſages are adduced, which ſeem to 
favour their views, and all the reſt are kept as much 
as poſſible out of ſight. Do you really think there 
is nothing more ſaid about the ſecond advent of the 
Lord, and future judgment, in all the bible ? or 
is there not a great deal more ? If there be, ſhould 
not the whole be fairly conſidered, comparing one 
part with another, that we may come to a juſt and 
accurate judgment upon the ſuhject? I ſhould 
ſuppoſe this is the faireſt and moſt likely way to 
determine rightly. 

Now it appears very clearly that there are a 
great number of paſſages in the holy word, which 
reſpect the ſecond coming of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
and the laſt judgment; and which paſſages prove 
that both the ſigns of his coming, and his appear- 
ance alſo, are ſpiritual, and not natural, material, 
or literal. - You ſeem, Sir, to inſiſt much upon the 
literal ſenſe of the word, as though it had no other 
ſenſe; and yet, when that literal ſenſe appears to be 
againſt your ideas, then you admit of a different 
interpretation but then that interpretation may be 
right or wrong, juſt as it happens, inaſmuch as you 
have no certain rule to go by. You ſay, p. 25, 
0 In all n we ne what is figurative and 
455 . ce obſcure, 
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c obſcure, by what 1s clear and expreſs; and p. 42, 
«* Whatever ſpiritual ſenſe we put upon the ſcrip- 
« tures, it muſt at leaſt be conſiſtent with the literal 
cc ſenſe of them.” Allowing this, Sir, let me aſk 
you a queſtion or two—How will you explain the 
following texts of ſcripture by the literal ſenſe : 
For braſs I will bring gold, and for iron I will bring 
filver, and for wood braſs, and for ſtones iron; the 
fun ſball be no more thy light by day, neither for 
brightneſs ſhall the moon give light unto thee; but 
the Lord ſhall be unto thee an everlaſting light, and 
thy God thy glory, &c. Iſa. vi. 17—19. And be- 
bold a candleftick all of gold, with a bowl upon the 
top of it, and his ſeven lamps thereon, and ſeven pipes 
to the ſeven lamps which were upon, the tap theredf ; 
and two olive trees by it, one upon the right fide of 
the bowl, and the other upon the left fide thereof. 
Then, ſaid be, theſe. are the two anointed ones that 
fand by the Lord of the whole earth, Zech. iv. 2, 
3. 14. In that day, ſaith the Lord, I will finite 
every horſe with aſtoniſhment, and bis rider with mad- 
| neſs; and will open mine eyes upon the houſe of | 
Judab, and will ſmite every horſe of the people with 
blindneſs, xii. 4: In that day ſhall there be upon be 
bells of the horſes, holineſs to the Lord. 

Now, Sir, by what rule will you interpret 
theſe places ? to what part of the letter of the word 
will you go for explanation ? or how will you ex- 
plain Ezek. xxxix. 17 to 20 ; Rev. xix. 17, 18, 

reſpecting eating the fleſh and drinking the blood 


5 mighty, the . of the carth; horſes, 
chariots, 
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chariots, kings, captains, and eating the fleſh of all 
men, both bond and free, &c.? What rule have 
you for defining the true ſenſe of theſe, and a 
thouſand more paſſages ? Do expoſitors agree in 
their explanations of theſe texts? If there is one 
plain and obvious rule for them to go by, and they 
know that rule, then ſurely they will be agreed. 
But is it ſo? You well know they do not agree. 
One conjectures one thing, and another a quite 
different one. Again, ſuppoſe we turn to Joel ii. 
30, 31, And I will ſhew wonders in the heavens and 
in the earth, blood, and fire, and pillars of ſmoak ; the 
ſun ſhall be turned into dar&neſs, and the moon into 
| blood, before the great and terrible day of the Lord 
come. And iii. 15, The ſun and the moon ſhall be 
darkened, and the ſtars ſhall withdraw their ſhining. 
What will you make of this? Perhaps you will 
ſay, © Why this will literally come to paſs at the 
« end of time.” Now, Sir, except you can inter- 
pret theſe obſcure paſſages by what 1s clear and 
expreſs, and make them conſiſtent with the literal 
ſenſe of the word, I muſt conclude there are ex- 
ceptions to your rule, and your own argument fails 
you; for you ſay in all caſes we mult 0 do. Try, 
Sir, if you can do it here. 

Perhaps you will ſay, I have choſen the molt 
abſtruce and difficult texts I could find. No, Sir, 
I can find hundreds more, as much ſo; and which 
you can no more interpret, by the above method, 
than you can theſe. But wwe have another, a better 
and more ſure rule to go by, in judging of, and in- 

terpreting 
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terpreting, the ſacred ſcriptures; and that is the 


ſcience of correſpondences, by which the holy word 


is written.— By a knowledge of this ſcience, the 


moſt obſcure parts of the word are underſtood; and 
any two, or twenty perſons, who have an equal 
knowledge of this ſcience, will interpret any given 
part of the bible exactly alike, as to /en/ſe and /ub- + 


flance, though in phraſeology they may vary. That 


the word has a ſpiritual or internal ſenſe, you allow, 
by your own conceſſions; for you ſay, © We cannot 
cc deny but Jeſus was uſed to ſpeak in figurative lan- 
« guage. That figure, therefore, was the letter, or 
literal part; and what was in, or under, that figure, 
was the true internal or ſpiritual meaning. We 
allow that Jeſus not only ſpake by figures, but alſo 
by correſpondences, as is eaſy to make appear; for 
he ſaid, he that eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my blood, 


bab everlaſting life. Here is not only a figure, but a 
\ correſpondence; and fleſh and blood correſponded 


to what was ſpiritual. 

Now, Sir, the ſubject we have to conſider, is 
the ſecond advent of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, You 
fay, it is a literal coming; and we fay, it is a ſpiritual 
one—it remains, therefore, for us to examine the 
holy word hereupon. You ſuppoſe by the Son of 
Man coming in the clouds of heaven; real clouds, 
literally underſtood, are meant here, viz. the com- 


mon vapory clouds over our heads. But, Sir, if 


this be the caſe, there is one circumſtance very cu- 
rious and extraordinary. You are a philoſopher, 
Su—you know this earth is globular, nearly round 


K 
that there are a vaſt number of inhabitants, dwelling 
in what we call the Antipodes. Now, if the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt actually deſcends in a vapory cloud, 
allowing it to be a very large one, is it not ſome- 
thing extraordinary that all the inhabitants round 
the whole globe ſhall ſee him come? For the Lord 
expreſsly ſays, ALL THE TRIBES OF THE EARTH ſhall 


mourn, and ſee him coming in the clouds of heaven. 


_ Surely the inhabitants of the earth muſt, at that 
time, have a wonderful power of viſion, to ſee a 
man ten or twelve thouſand miles off; and the ſight 
of many of them, mult alfo penetrate through the 
body of the earth, which, perhaps, 1s not much leſs 
than ſeven thouſand miles in diameter. 


Upon my word, Sir, I muſt here adopt your 
_ own words, and ſay, It is impoſſible to conſider 
« your opinions, on ſerious ſubjects, with perfect ſe- 
< riouſneſs.” But ſuppoſe we examine what is meant, 
in the word of the Lord, by clouds. There is none like 
unto the God of Jeſburan, who rideth in the heaven, and 
in his excellency, on the clouds, Deut. xxxiii. 26. Sing 
unto God, ſing praiſes to his name, extol him that rideth 
upon the clouds, Plal. Ixviii. 4. Behold, the Lord rideth 
upon a ſwift cloud, Iſa. xix. 1. Aſcribe ye ſtrength unto 
Jebovab, bis ftrength is in the clouds, Pfal. Ixviii. 34. 
The Lord hath created upon every dwelling-place of 
mount Zion, a cloud by day, and upon all the glory 
ſhall be a defence, Ifa. iv. 5. Is it not plain that 
all theſe clouds do not mean the vapory clouds a 
little above our heads? It would, Sir, be an inſult 


upon 


„ 
upon your underſtanding, to ſuppoſe you thought 
theſe clouds ſignify vapors in the air. | 
But, again, it is ſaid, at the ſecond advent of 
the Lord, the ſun ſhall be darkened, the moon ſhall not 
give ber light, and the ſtars ſhall fall from heaven, 

_ -Matt. xxiv. 29. By which, it is generally under- 
ſtood, that the material ſun ſhall be turned into 
darkneſs, or ceaſe to ſhine—the material moon 
give no more light - and the ſtars above us, actually 
fall from their ſpheres. But where they are to fall 
to, I know not our earth will not hold one of 
them; however, if the Almighty tumbles them 
down, no doubt, he will find a place for them. 
But, Sir, there is one circumſtance would have 

corrected our judgment in this matter, had it been 
attended to; and it is wonderful to me that it has 
been ſo much overlooked. We all know the pro- 
phet Joel ſpeaks of the very ſame things, ii. 31. 
itt. 15. The ſun ſhall be turned into darkneſs, the moon 
into blood, and the ſtars withdraw their ſhining, before 
the great and terrible day of the Lord comes. And 
Acts ii. At the day of Pentecoſt, Peter ſtands up, 
and ſays, Theſe are not drunken, as ye ſuppoſe, ſeeing 
it is but the third hour of the day. But this is that 
which is ſpoken by the prophet Joel, and then he 
repeats the whole paſſage of ſons and daughters, 
propheſying, &c. I will ſhew wonders in heaven 
above, and ſigus in the earth beneath; blood and fire, 
and vapors of ſmoke; the ſun ſhall be turned into 
darkneſs, the moon into blood, befere that great and 

_ notable day of the Lord comes. 


| 1 N 
Here you evidently ſee all theſe things are by 
Peter applied to that preſent time and diſpenſation. 
And we all know the ſun and moon were not dark- 
ened and turned into blood, nor did the ſtars fall 
from heaven, or withdraw their ſhining. It is 
therefore as plainly evident that the propheſy had a 
ſpiritual meaning, and a ſpiritual accompliſhment. 
Conſequently, when the Lord tells us, that at his 
ſecond coming, the ſun ſhall be darkened, the moon 
ſhall not give her light, and the ſtars ſhall fall from 
heaven; much the ſame is to be underſtood, as by 
the prophet Joel, viz. ſomething ſpiritual, to which 
thoſe things correſpond. I ſuppoſe you will allow, 
that the 21ſt and 22d chapters in the Revelations, 
reſpect the Lord's ſecond coming, and what will 
then take place; but will you conſider thoſe chap- | 
ters literally alfo ? If fo, there will actually deſcend "2 
from heaven, a great city, fifteen hundred miles 
ſquare, and fifteen hundred miles high; and yet this 
city is called, the Bride, the Lambs wife. Thus, 
Sir, you fee, you muſt admit of a ſpiritual meaning 
in the holy word, or what can be made of it? In 
fact, if the bible had not a ſpiritual meaning within 
the literal, it would be impoſſible to underſtand a 
very conſiderable part of it, or to reconcile one 
part with another.—But you will perhaps fay, “ If 
« there be a ſpiritual ſenſe in the word, how is it 
« that men differ ſo materially in their judgment 
« concerning that ſenſe?” The reaſon is obvious: 
—that is, the ſcience of correſpondences, in which 
the word is written, has long been loſt among men; 
| | and 


E 


and the introduction of three perſons in the God- 


head, or three Gods into the church, with the de- 
nial of the Lord's divinity, have perverted the 
judgment, cloſed the underſtanding to ſpiritual 
truth, and induced darkneſs. But the Lord hath 
at this day, in divine mercy, made known that 
ſcience again, and opened the true ſenſe of his holy 
word. You will perhaps rejoin, “This is only 
te begging the queſtion ; we want proof that it is 
« ſo. To which I reply, that proof can only be 
given by making yourſelves acquainted with the 
ſcience itſelf, and applying it to the word, for your 
own conviction. You plainly ſee, that if two or 
twenty men, of learning and abilities, attempt to ex- 
plain any difficult part of the word, they differ very 


materially, yea, effentially, one from the other; be- 


cauſe they are left to mere conjecture concerning 
the true meaning. But if two, twenty, or an hun- 


dred men, were to give their judgment upon a 
difficult or myſterious portion of the word, if they 


are equally acquainted with the ſcience above-nam- 
ed, they would all exactly agree in their expoſi- 


tion; not in conſequence of having a greater depth 


of judgment and underſtanding than the other two 
or twenty men, but from a Hon of the ſcience 
itſell. But to return. | 
Let us take a little notice of 0 prophe- 
cies which particularly relate to the ſecond coming 
of the Lord. And in the days of theſe kings ſhall 
the God of heaven ſet up a kingdom which ſhall never. 
be deftroyed ; and the kingdom ſhall not be left to other 
people, 


3 
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people, but it ſhall break in pieces, and conſume all 
theſe kingdoms ; and it ſhall ſtand for ever, Dan. it. 
44. 1 jaw in the night viſions, and behold one like 
the- Son of Man came with the clouds of heaven, and 
came to the Ancient of Days, and they brought him 
near before him; and there was given him dominion 
and glory, and a kingdom, that all people, nations, 
and languages ſhould ſerve him; his dominion is an 
everlaſting dominion, which ſhall not paſs away ; and 
bis kingdom that which ſhall not be deſtroyed, vii. 
13, 14. And the kingdom and dominion, . and the 
greatneſs of the kingdom under the whole heaven, ſhall 
be given to the people of the ſaints of the Moft High, 
20e kingdom is an everlaſting kingdom ; and all do- 
minion ſhall ſerve and obey him, ver. 27. But ut ſhall 
be one day which fhail be known to the Lord, not 
day nor night ; but it ſhall come to paſs that at ven- 


ing time it ſhall be light. And it ſhall be in that day © 


that living waters ſhall go out from Jeruſalem, balf 
of them toward the former ſea, and half of them toward 
the hinder ſea; in ſummer and winter ſhall it be: 
And the Lord ſhall be king over all the earth. In 
| that day ſhall there be one Lord, and bis name one. © 
Zech. xiv. 7, 8, 9. See Joel iii. 18 to the end. — 
Ifa. xi. 5 to the end. And the ſeventh angel ſounded, 
and there were great voices in heaven, ſaying, the 
kingdoms of this world are become the kingdoms of our 
Lord and of his Chriſt; and he ſhall reign for ever 
and ever, Rev. xi. 15, For behold I create new bea- 
vens and a new earth, and the former ſhall not be re- 
membered, nor come into mind, Iſa. Rv. 77; ; read the 
ED remain- 
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remaining verſes, with chap. Ixvi. 20, to the end. 
Compare with Rev. xxi. 1, And I ſaw a new hea- 
den and a new earth, for the fit heaven and the 
firſt earth were paſſed away, and there was no more 
fea. And I, John, ſaw the holy city, New Jeruſalem, 
coming down from God out of heaven, prepared as a 
bride adorned for her huſband. See ver. 10, to the end. 
Compare all the above with Matt. xxiv. 27 
to 41, and then, Sir, conſider the paſſages you have 
mentioned in your 3th and 4oth pages, in con- 
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| nexion with theſe; and judge whether the coming 
1 of the Lord will be literal or ſpiritual. Our Lord 
5 ſays, Matt. xxiv. 27, For as the lightning cometh 
| out of the Eaft, and ſhineth even unto the Weſt, jo 

: ſhall alſo the coming of the Son of Man be; viz. 


gloriouſly to enlighten the world, from one end 
to the other. But neither the true ſenſe of the 
text above quoted, or the predictions in Matt. xxiv. 
with nearly the whole of the Revelation, can be un- 
derſtood, unleſs the ſpiritual ſenſe of the word be 
| | known; for great part of Matt. xxiv. is deſcrip- 
| b | tive of the ſucceſſive ſtates of the chriſtian church, 
# to its conſummation, or end. That the abomina- 

1 tion of deſolation, ſpoken of by Daniel, would be 
ſet up in the church; falſe prophets and falſe Chriſts 
would ariſe; iniquity abound; and the conſequence 


of which would be, that the ſun would be darken- 

1 ed, the moon give not her light, the ſtars fall from 

| heaven, &c. But if the kingdoms of the world 
F! are to become the kingdoms of the Lord, if the . 
5 | ew 8 deſcend, if the kingdom and 

| it dominion, 

jj} 
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dominion, &c. under the whole heaven be to be 

given to the ſaints of the Moſt High, if in that 

day the knowledge of the Lord is to cover the 
earth, all are to know the Lord, from the leaſt to 
the greateſt; if all people, nations, and languages, 
are to ſerve him, &c. &c. then the fun, moon, and 
ſtars cannot be deſtroyed, literally ; for, in that caſe, 
there would be no poſſibility for the inhabitants of 
the world to exiſt, We have before proved, that 
the clouds cannot mean the vapory clouds in our 

horizon; that the ſun, moon, and ſtars do not mean 
thoſe above us, as Joel propheſied in the ſame lan- 
guage long before Chriſt came, and the apoſtle de- 
clared that propheſy was fulfilled at the day of 
Pentecoſt. But when we conſider that' the abo- 
mination which makes deſolate, is the worſhip of 
more Gods than one, and not worſhipping the true 
God; that in conſequence hereof, every falſchood 
and error has been introduced into the chriſtian 
church, inſomuch that the ſun, or heavenly love, no 
longer ſhines ; the moon, or true faith, is no more ; 
the ſtars, or the pure truths of the holy word, are 
loſt in the church ; and therefore, that a total dark- 
neſs hath taken place. Then we can eaſily per- 
ceive the predictions of our Lord, which are 
ſpiritual, are ſpiritually fulfilled ; and the time 1s 
come for him to make his ſecond advent, according 
to his word and promiſe, 
| Much more might be 1 upon this ſub- 
ject, in proof that the Lord's ſecond advent has 


Ws taken place; but until you will admit that 
E 2 there 
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there 15 a ſpiritual ſenſe in the word, all that may 
be ſaid will probably be overlooked by you. More- 


over, while you conſider the Lord Jeſus as a mere 


man, and we conſider him as the only God, it will 
be next to impoſſible to convince you that he can- 
not, by any means, perſonally appear on the earth, 


ſince the perfect glorification of the humanity. If 


the Lord be only a man, I will admit of his per- 
ſonal appearance again; but if he be God over all, 
in one divine perſon, then he will not perſonally ap- 


| pear. Beſide, the kingdom of the Lord is not a 
temporal, earthly kingdom, but a ſpiritual and hea- 
venly one. His kingdom is a kingdom of love, 


goodneſs, truth, eſtabliſhed in the hearts and minds 


of men; and not an outward, natural one. 


Further, you will obſerve that it is ſaid, The 


fign of the Sen of Man ſhall appear in heaven ; they 
ſhall ſee him come in the clouds of heaven; and, in 


the next verſe it is ſaid, He ſhall ſend his angels, and 
they ſhall gather his eleff from one end of heaven 
to the other ; not from one end of the material 
earth to the other. The heaven here meant muſt 
conſequently be the ſpiritual world, and not the na- 
tural; and when it is ſaid in Rev. xxi. 1, Iſa. Ixv. 
17, that the firſt heaven and firſt earth were paſſed 
away, and a new heaven and a new earth formed, 
we cannot ſuppoſe that heaven 1t/elf, with this earth, 
are to paſs away and be no more ; but rather, by 
heaven and earth, a new kingdom in the heavens, 
and a new church upon earth. But it is now as it 


was when our Lord came in the fleſh—the Jews 
had 


F 


had blinded their minds by their own traditions, 
opinions, and errors, ſo that the true knowledge of 
the word was loſt among them, and they would not 
receive the inſtructions of the Lord, that that know- 
ledge might be reſtored. So the chriſtian world, 
by the introduction of human inventions, tradi- 
tions, and falſe doctrines, have (at leaſt many of 
them) thrown a vail over the word, and are not 
willing it ſhould be removed by the bright light of 
divine truth, now ſhining upon the world. With 
an earneſt wiſh that your mind, Sir, and mine, 
may be more opened to the light of heaven, the 
genuine truth of the ſcriptures, 


I remain, Rev. Sir, 


| Yours, &c. 


LET 


v4 Tre laſt judgment being of a ſpiri- 
tual nature, and its accompliſhment not in the na- 
tural world, but in the ſpiritual, we cannot pretend 
to aſcertain the exact time of its fulfilment, any 
otherwiſe than by comparing circumſtances in the 
word with the poſitive declarations of Emanuel 


Swedenborg; the truth of whoſe declarations will 
E 3 | be 


E 


be more or leſs credited, according to the corro- 
borating evidence of theſe circumſtances, and of his 
being a meſſenger from the Lord; together with 
the knowledge we have of the true ſenſe of ſcrip- 
ture. It appears evident to us, independent of 
Emanuel Swedenborg's aſſertions, that there have 
been ſeveral general judgments ſince the beginning 
oſ the world, and that there was one at our Lord's 
firſt advent. In the Rev. xi. 18, it is ſaid, The 
time of the dead is come, that they ſhould be judged, 
and that thou ſhouldeſt give reward unto thy ſervants 


the prophets, and to the ſaints, and them that fear thy 
name, ſmall and great; and fhouldeſt deſtroy them which 


deſtroy the earth. And immediately follows, a de- 
ſcription of a new church, ſignified by a woman 
cloathed with the ſun, the moon under her feet, and 
on her head a crown of twelve ſtars, with the per- 
ſecution of the dragon and ſerpent; all which chap- 
ter evidently reſpects what was to take place in this 
world, and all this after the judgment mentioned in the 
former chapter. And in the latter end of the twen- 
tieth chapter there alſo the judgment is deſcribed :;—1 
faw the dead, ſmall and great, ſtand before God, and 


the books were opened, and the dead were judged. And 


the ſea gave up her dead, and death and hell delivered 
up the dead which were in them, and they were judged 
every man according to his works, &c. &c. And 
immediately after the new heaven and new earth, 
the holy city, the New Jeruſalem, is deſcribed as 
coming down from heaven; and we are told who 
ſhould not enter in, and who ſhould ; the unbeliev- 
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ing, abominable, murderer, whoremonger, &c. are 
mentioned, even after this general judgment noticed 
before, which John faw. Theſe, therefore, are 
ſufficient proofs that the judgment muſt take place 
before the New Jeruſalem deſcends ; and the twenty- 
firſt chapter, with the twelfth, prove that this new 
church, kingdom, or city, was to exiſt on the earth, 
becauſe it was to be perſecuted, tobe in the wilderneſs; 
it was to overcome the dragon, ſerpent, &c. 

Thus, Sir, it appears plain, that the judgment 
was to take place previous to the deſcent of the 
Lord's laſt kingdom and his ſecond advent, which 
is ſignified in the third verſe of the twenty-firſt 
chapter; The tabernacle of God is with men, and be 
will dwell with them, and they ſhall be his people, 
and God himſelf ſball be with them, and be their 
God. As to the exact data of the laſt judgment is 
not fo very material, it is enough to know that it 
took place previous to the above things; although 


there appear many corroborating events and cir- 


cumſtances in this world, and among men, which 
evince that ſuch an event has taken place. Events 
theſe which perhaps Dr. Prieſtley is not diſpoſed to 
credit, were we to lay them before him. 6 
As to the reſurrection of the dead, that is ano- 

ther ſubject which requires a more ample diſcuſſion 
than I can give it in theſe Letters. It is an acknow- 
ledged truth, that very little concerning the reſur- 
rection is faid in the Old Teſtament; but in the New 
I ſhould think it is fully eſtabliſhed, and in my opi- 
nion much plainer, and more expreſs by the Lordhim- 
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1 
ſelf, than by the apoſtle Paul. When the Sadducees 
came to our Lord, to queſtion him upon this ſubject, 
he ſays, Now that the dead are raiſed even Moſes 
ſhewed at the buſh, when be called the Lord the God 
of Abraham, and the God of Iſaac, and the God of 
Jacob; for be is not a God of the dead, but of the 
living; for ALL LIVE unto him, Luke xx. 29,38; 
Here it 1s plain that all who have died ſince the 
creation, are not till dead, for the Lord ſays, ALL 
LIVE unto him. But, Sir, according to your hypo- 
theſis, God is the God of the dead, inaſmuch as you 
ſuppoſe all men who have left this world are Acru- 
ALLY DEAD, even now, and will ſo remain many 
ages yet to come.—And with reſpect to the penitent 
thief on the croſs, our Lord tells him, this day ſhalt 


thou be with me in Paradiſe. Could that be true if 


his ſoul and body ſleep together unto this day ?— 
Was he, or was he not, with the Lord that day in 
Paradiſe ? If he was not, what truth was there in the 
Lord's declaration? If he was, what becomes of 
your doctrine, that the ſoul is material, and is diſ- 
perſed at death, or dies with the body, never more 
to riſe till the world is on fire? And if Paul had theſe 
notions, how came he to have ſuch a deſire to de- 
part and be with Chriſt, which he ſaid was far better? 
But could it be better to die, and be no more, totally 

unconſcious, dead, ſoul and body, till now, ſeventeen 
hundred years, and perhaps ſeveral hundreds more, 


before he be with Chriſt? One would think, if he 


thought thus, he would have wiſhed to live much 
longer rather than thus die. [And why did Stephen 
* 


EN 

pray that the Lord would receive his ſpirit if this is the 
caſe]—As to what Paul ſays, in the long quotation 
you have given in your fifth Letter, it may for ought 
I know, be reconciled with our views; but we do 
not pretend to ſay that the Epiſtles have an internal 
{piritual ſenſe in a regular ſeries, like the word of 
God. Nor do we call them the ſcriptures; that they 
are Letters written by wiſe, . good, and illuminated 
men, we allow. 


Our account of marriages in heaven, you ſay, in 
whatever ſenſe it be underſtood, is no leſs contrary 
to the plain ſenſe of ſcripture. If, indeed, the end 
of marriage be nothing more than the propagation 
of the ſpecies, as you ſuggeſt, then I allow it is not 
likely there ſhould be any ſuch union in heaven. 
But if this be the only end of marriage, that end 
is very frequently unanſwered, even in this world, 
as thouſands marry and never have any children; 
and why ſhould old people of fifty, ſixty, or ſe- 
venty, marry at all. But, Sir, I really thoughr 
marriage had other important ends, and that our 
God hath taught us ſo in his word, when he ſays, 
they twain ſhall be one fleſh; that the woman is an 
belp-meet. And alſo the apoſtle teaches us, that 
they are to love one the other, even as Chriſt loved 
the church. 

- It ſeems, Sir, your views of the conjugal 
union are very low and imperfect. We think 
quite differently, and that the great end of marriage 
is that the man and the woman ſhould be one for 
ever. Not that we ſay or think it will be fo with 

every 
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every married pair, but that it e to be ſo; be 
many are connected in that bond who are not unit- 
ed in foul or mind. But with thoſe in whom the - 
union is what God deſigned it to be, it is an eternal 
one; an union of ſoul, of love and delight, beyond 

all others whatever—and we no more believe death 
actually ſeparates fuch pairs, than we do that death 
puts a final end to the exiftence of man. We no 


more believe that natural marriages, for the pro- 


creation of children, exiſt in heaven, than you do: 

we only mean a ſpiritual union of minds. But this 

is not a place for the diſcuſſion of that ſubject. 
But, Sir, it is a little curious that you afk, 


ec for what purpoſe is the difference of ſexes, and 


* what can we mean by conjugal delights in that 
<« ſtate?” (i. e. in the heavenly). My good Sir, do 
you think that after death men and women will 
ceaſe to be men and women, and be made herma- 
phrodites ? © The human frame”, you ſay, © will no 


doubt be conſiderably altered in a ſtate, the pur- 
c poſes of which are ſo eſſentially different from 


ce thoſe of the preſent ; ſo that the ſame ſtrufture 
“ cannot, in all its parts, be adapted to it“. 
I could be glad to know, Sir, where you 
learnt all this curious intelligence. I never before 
knew that we are not to be the ſame kind of 
beings in heaven, as here, as to form, ſtructure, 
and parts. Really, Sir, this is quite laughable |— 
there is an uncommon depth of philoſophy in it, or 
an uncommon depth of ſomething elſe I will leave 
others to nne which. You ſay, © concerning 
| cc the 
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cc the particulars of this metamorphoſis we can 
« only form conjettures.” Well, Sir, I will leave 
thoſe conjectures to you, for I can form none of 
the kind: I wiſh to form none I deteſt the idea 
of ſuch changes. Men are men, and women are 
women; and until God himſelf tells me they ſhall 
be hermaphrodites, I will not beheve it—and that, 
I am ſure, will never be. What do we mean 
« by conjugal delights in that ſtate?” you aſk.— 
Why, Sir, we mean delights of love, complacency, 
union or oxeneſs, interior ſpiritual delights. Some- 
thing like (only much higher, and more exquilite) 
the delights and happineſſes exifting in this world 
between married pairs, who are in true conjugal 
love to each other; a love ſtronger than death; 
a love inexpreſſible by language ; a love that makes 
them one, as one ſoul, one beart, one will, one mind; 
a love that even here ſweetens every bitter, that 
_ alleviates every ſorrow, that leſſens every care, 
and eaſes every burden; a love that none know but 
thoſe who feel it, and a love which thoſe who enjoy 
it cannot expreſs. And is this union to be broken? 
this delightful tie to be diſſolved ? is it to be en- 
Joyed only a few months, or years, in this life, and 
then ceaſe for ever? Melancholy thought, to the 
happy, loving pair! But, thank God, we have no 
ground from either his word or his nature, ſo to con- 
clude—what God hath joined together let not man 
put aſunder. You ſay, in this caſe, we ſet up the au- 
thority of Emanuel Swedenborg againſt Jeſus Chriſt. 
No, Sir, no more than we ſet up the authority of 
| Dr. 
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Dr. Prieſtley againſt Emanuel Swedenborg. We 
will believe nothing that Emanuel Swedenborg ſays 
that contradicts what our Lord ſays, any more than 
you will; but, as yet, we know not that he ſays 
any thing contrary to the word of the Lord. 

I proceed to your ſixth Letter, which (with 
the ſeventh) relates chiefly to metaphyſics; and it 
appears to me that the principal reaſon of the dif- 
ference between you and our author, in that ſcience, 
is, that he reaſons from cauſes, and you from effefs; 
therefore, that he reaſons in the light, and Dr. 
Prieſtley in the dark : however we allow that me- 


taphyſical diſquiſitions are abſtruce, and ſometimes 
difficult though the leſs ſo, as we can enter into 
cauſes themſelves. If you had read (which I pre- 


ſume you have not) Emanuel Swedenborg, his 
work intitled Angelic Wiſdom, on divine love; I 
am perſuaded you' would have ſeen that his me- 


taphyſics are as far beyond Locke's, as Locke's 


are beyond what a ſchool-boy's would be. 

It is not my deſign to enlarge upon this ſubject, 
for two reaſons, the one is, that it would take up 
much time and paper ; the other 1s, that I do not 
think it very neceſſary here. Nevertheleſs, I will 
give my opinion briefly. You object to Emanuel 
Swedenborg, inaſmuch as he ſays God is love it- 


{elf, wiſdom itſelf, and life itſelf, which you think 


is not intelligible language: but to ſay he is poſ- 
ſeſſed of love, wiſdom, and life, is intelligible lan- 
guage. Really, Sir, I could wiſh to write a good 


deal here, although I muſt forbear. I wonder 
| what 


1 | | 
what yoy would wiſh to make God to be, Why is 
not every man poſſeſſed of love, wiſdom, and life? 
Do not the ſcriptures ſay that God is love, wiſdom, 
life? And is not that the ſame as what Emanuel 
Swedenborg ſays? Doth the adding 7/eff to it, 
make any material difference? It is not barely ſaid 
that God is loving, but that he is love; that he is 
wiſe, but that he is wiſdom; that he lives, but that 
he is life — therefore he is love, wiſdom, and life 
themſelves: ſo that there is no figure in the caſe. 
It is a real, plain, and ſelf-evident truth, that God 
is love itſelf, wiſdom itſelf, and life itſelf. Is there 
any impropriety in ſaying the ſun is Heat itſelf, and 
tight itſelf, when we know that it is the only ſource 
and fountain, nay, under God, the very origin of 
natural heat and light? And as that is heat and 
light, ſo all heat and light flow therefrom, to us and 
to every part of this world ; and as God is love and 
wiſdom, ſo all-love and wiſdom flow from him, the 
fountain, to intelligent beings. What myſtery is 
there in all this? I ſee none at all. A child of ten 
years old may underſtand it. You ſay the earth 
does not in any proper ſenſe exiſt or ſubſiſt from the 
material fun; they are two independent bodies, 
which mutually gravitate towards each other. This 
is /aid, Sir but not yet proved! Their gravita- 
tion I am not diſputing. But take away the ſun, 
and then ſee if this earth, and all things in and upon 
it, will ſubſiſt as before. 

. You ſay the doctrine of divine influx is equally | 


e You mean, I ſuppoſe, it does not 
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fquare with your philoſophy. But as you ſay (and 


properly) © this is not a place to enter upon the diſ- 
te cuſhon,” ſo neither ſhall I, But if there be no 


divine influx, I wonder what we are to do with half 


the bible; nay, if our life, wiſdom, and love do not 


come from God, where do they come from ? and 
if from God, is it not by influx ? or how is it ?—I 
ſhould ſay, Sir, that © love and wiſdom are ema- 
« nations from God in one conjunctive influx into 
ce the ſoul of man, into his affections and thoughts, 
ce and thence into his corporeal ſenſes, ſpeech, and 
ce actions. But I by no means wonder at your de- 
nying this ſpiritual influx, inaſmuch as you deny 
the ſoul to be ſpiritual, and maintain that it is like 


the body, material. 


I cannot, Sir, help noticing the laſt paragraph 
in your forty-ſixth page, it is ſo very ſingular. You 
there ſay, If men be only informed that there is a 
« God who governs the world in righteouſneſs, 
© takes account of our conduct, and that, though we 


ce die, he will ſome time hence raiſe us to life again, 


« and reward or puniſh us according as we ſhall 
« have deſerved, we ſhall have all the knowledge 
<« that 1s neceſſary for the buſineſs of religion. And 
cc when ordinary means are ſufficient, it is not in 
* the uſual plan of providence to have recourſe to 
tc extraordinary ones.” Now, Sir, if juſt thus 
much would have been ſufficient, why has God 
done more than this ? Did not the Old Teſtament 
tell us there is a God who governs the world in 


nghtcouſneſs, &c. ? Beſide, if this be all, what need 
of 


L 1 

of Chriſt, redemption, the goſpel, and the like? 
and all the extraordinary means which God hath 
uſed at different times ? Really, Sir, this is ſtrange 


doctrine for a chriſtian to maintain. You add, «© If 


men will not hear Moſes and the prophets, Chriſt 
cc and his apoſtles, neither will they regard the vi- 
« fjons of Mr. Swedenborg, &c.” I hope this is 
very true, Sir, for we do not wiſh men who pay no 
regard to the former, to have any thing to do with 
the latter; but we believe the more they truly re- 
gard the former, the more they will, ere long, at- 
tend to the latter, although there may -be no parti- 
cular intimation that the identical Emanuel Sweden- . 
borg was to ſucceed them. | 
All that you ſay againſt angels dwelling in the 
affections of men, I need not notice here, as it ſeems 
to ariſe from a miſtaken view you have conceived of 
the ſubject, the diſcuſſion of which is not of great 
importance here; and as to what you obſerve about 
ſpace and time, in relation to God, this is a diſquiſition 
which cannot be made in theſe Letters, except I 
meant to extend them to a volume; ſuch ſubjects 
being abſtruce and requiring much reaſoning. But 
why it ſhould be fo great a puzzle, that the Divine 
Being, who is wiſdom, love, and life, has a form, 
I cannot conceive.—lIs God a being? If he is, he 
muſt have ſome form — Do we know, or can 
we conceive, of a being that has no form? When 
you addreſs God, do you addreſs any thing or no- 
thing? Do you not conceive of him as having ſome 
form; and can you conceive of him in any other 
e form 
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form than what reſembles the human ?—And why is 
this degrading to the Divine Being? What has this 
no countenance from ſcripture or reaſon? Can your 
reaſon form an idea of God in any better form, or 
in any other form? I ſhould ſuppoſe not. But let 
me recolle& myſelf, you ſay, © according to the 
« uniform language of ſcripture, God is equally and 
ce every where preſent; and if ſo, what form can 
ce he poſſibly have? It can be nothing but that of 
te infinite ſpace.” I really think, Sir, your notions 
of the divine form, are more like Addiſon's appari- 


tion, in the ſhape of the bund of a drum, than ours 


are.——The abſurdity of ſuppoſing the form of God 


to be that of infinite ſpace, is ſo manifeſt and ridi- 
culous, that I am truly ſurprized at the Doctor. 


The queſtions you aſk in your fiſty- firſt page, 
are ſo indelicate and improper, when ſpeaking in 
public of the Divine Being, that I am really aſhamed 
to take any notice of them.—And as to your ſaying 


© to give to God the form of man, is to aſſign 
cc him all the functions of man, and a mode of life 


« ſimilar to man;” is, Sir, merely to make the ſubject 
appear abſurd, without any juſt reaſon. What 
do you think of angels? Are they in the form of 
men? And if they are, do you allow them all the 
ſame functions, and mode of life, with man? I ima- 
gine not. And if they have, that is no proof that 
it muſt be the ſame with the Divine Being. 
Wiſhing, Sir, that you may form more ra- 

tional ideas of the great Jehovah, 

5 I am, yours, &c. 

LETTER 
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- LETTER vn. 


REV. SIR, 


| I come now to nd a few ates 
remarks upon your ſeventh Letter; and as to all you 
| ſay about ſpace, I ſhall paſs over with only obſerv- 
ing, that Emanuel Swedenborg frequently ſays, that 
there is the appearance of ſpace in the ſpiritual world, 
but not real ſpace, like what is in the natural; how- 
ever, you are quite at liberty to think about this 
matter as you pleaſe; it is of no material conſe- 
quence as I know of, to us in the preſent caſe. 
But if God be a Being, and his form what you ſug- 
- geſted in your other Letter, I ſhould ſuppoſe there 
can be no ſpace at all, either in this world, or any» 
other—for if his form be infinite ſpace, then infinite 
ſpace muſt be God—and there is an end of the matter. 
As to Emanuel Swedenborg's ſeeing Beings in 
the form of men, and alſo ſeeing animals, hills, val- 
leys, &c. is all this any more wonderful than what 
ſeveral of the prophets ſaw, and John the Revelater 


alſo? Compare one with the other, and ſee if the 


latter may not be called wg dreams as well as 
the former. 

But, Sir, what you ſay about the ſpiritual ſenſe 

of the ſcriptures, muſt not be lightly paſſed over. 


You ſuggeſt that the facred writings have no other 
1 | meaning 


1 

meaning than that which appears on the face of the 
letter, and if other ſenſe be admitted, there is no end 
of diverſity of opinion. Now, if this be actually 
the caſe, that the ſcriptures have no other meaning 
or ſenſe than what appears on the face of the let 
ter, I beg leave to aſk how we are to underſtand 
half the prophetic writings ? the revelations of St. 
John? and, indeed, numberleſs places in the word? 
For example, I will mention two or three :— 

Son of man, take up à lamentation upon the King of 
Tyrus, and ſay unto him, Thus ſaith the Lord Ged, 
Thou fealeſt up the ſum full of wiſdom, and perfect 
in beauty. Thou haſt been in Eden, the garden of God ; 
every precious flone cas thy covering, the ſardius, 
the topaz, and the diamond, the beryl, the onyx, aud 
the jaſper, the ſapphire, the emerald, and the carbuncle, 
and gold: the workmanſhip of thy tabrets and of thy 
Pipes was prepared in thee, in the day that thou waſt 
created. Thou art the anointed cherub that covereth : 
and 1 have fet thee ſo ; thou waſt upon the holy moun- 
tain of God; thou haſt walked up and down in the 
midſt of the ſtones of fire, Ezek. xxviii. 12, 13, 14. 
I bebeld the earth, and lo it was without form, and 
void; and the heavens and they had no light; I be- 
held the mountains, and lo they trembled, and all the 
hills moved lightly; 1 bebeld, and lo there was no 
man; and all the birds of the beavens were fled, Jer. 
iv. 23, 24, 25. See alſo Iſa. xxxiv. 1 to the end. 
F ſay unto you, ye ſhall not have gone over the cities 
of Iſrael till the Son of Man be come, Matt. x. 23.— 


Now, Sir, what will you make of theſe, and num- 
| berleſs 
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jeſs other places, if you only judge of them by 
the letter ? I ſhould think you can make nothing 
at all of them in that way. If you ſay, they are 
figurative exprefſions—pray what are they figures 
of? For me to ſay, the word is of God, and there- 
fore muſt be ſpiritual ; perhaps that would not 
ſatisfy you—for it is a query with me whether you 
think Gop is ſpiritual or not: however, we think 
he is, and that his word is like himſelf, viz. ſpiritual 

alſo ; that it is /þiri# and life, as Jeſus ſays; and 
that there is, in every part of it, a ſpiritual ſenſe 
within the literal. But, you fay, © If other ſenſes 
© be admitted there is no end of diverſity of opi- 
« nion; every perſon will, of courſe, think him- 
« ſelf at liberty to form his own conjectures.” 1 
allow, Sir, if men only conjecture about the ſpi- 
ritual ſenſe of ſcripture, there may be no end of 


diverſity of opinion; which has been too much the 


caſe for ages paſt. But this will not apply to what 
we maintain, about the internal or ſpiritual ſenſe 
for that fenſe known, will be ſo far from creating 
diverfity of opinion, that it will actually cauſe 
every one to think alike; for the true ſpiritual 
ſenſe of the holy word is known by the /cience of 
correſpondences, that ſcience being as a key to the 
ſcriptures; and, being acquainted therewith, we 
cannot miſtake the true ſenſe of theſe facred pages 
ſo that a greater diverſity of opinion will not en- 
ſue, but the very reverſe ; every one will be of one 
faith, one opinion, one mind, as L ae in 


a former Letter, 
EE | well 
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I well know, Sir, that with all your learning, 
philoſophy, and divinity, there are many parts of 
the holy word that you cannot explain, that you 
know not the genuine meaning of; and which, I 
am perſuaded, you will acknowledge. And I am 
willing to own it was ſo with myſelf, perhaps much 
more ſo than with you, before I became in ſome 
degree acquainted with that ſcience in which the 
holy word is written. 

For you to object to it, and 1 it, be- 
fore you are acquainted with it, 1s, Sir, very unbe- 
coming, and exceedingly wrong. You ſay, © What 
« evidence do we give of this being the caſe ?” 
Why, Sir, what evidence would you have more 
than the thing itſelf. Suppoſe I had looked into 
your Elaboratory, and ſaw only a number of veſſels 
of different ſorts and ſizes, and you had faid to me, 
« In all thoſe veſſels there are certain kinds of 
&« liquor ;” and I had faid, * Sir, I do not ſee 1t—_ 
« what evidence do you give me that it is ſo?” 
Would you not either ſhew me the contents your- 
ſelf, or defire me to examine them for my own 
conviction ? Doubtleſs, you would do one, or the 
other. Now, Sir, in the preſent caſe, I am willing 
either of theſe, or both of them, be done for your 
conviction : but it is not very likely that I can do 
it in theſe Letters, as I muſt tranſcribe fo much of 
the word, and then give the ſpiritual ſenſe. But 
have I not, in a former Letter, proved how im- 
poſſible it is to underſtand the word without ſuch 


a 1 meaning? Can we e ſuppoſe the /acred 
word 


| 2: 
word of the Almighty would abound in trees, herbs, 
houſes, hills, valleys, mountains, gold, ſilver, braſs, 
horſes, chariots, beaſts of every kind, birds of every 
wing, ſerpents, dragons, locuſts, ſuns, moons, 
ſtars, clouds, cities, towns, villages, walls, ſtones, 
gates, and a thouſand other ſimilar things, if there 
was not a ſpiritual and divine meaning included in 
them? And doth not this fully prove that it is written 
by correſpondences ? that thoſe things muſt corre- 
| ſpond to ſomething ſpiritual ? and can we know 
what thoſe ſpiritual things are, unleſs we have ſome 
rule to go by in explaining thoſe correſponding 
figures? If men have loſt the knowledge of that 
rule, and it is now made known again, ſhall we 
not be willing to acquaint ourſelves with it ? or 
| ſhall we perſiſt in ſaying there is no ſuch rule, and 
we will follow our own conjectures ? However, 
Sir, I hope, and I believe, that your oppoſition to 
theſe things, and to our doctrines, manifeſted in 
this public manner, will excite thouſands to examine 
for themſelves, to read the writings we have re- 
commended, and be the means of their more ex- 
tenſive acquaintance with the holy word of the 
Lord. | 
I will now come to your eighth, and laſt Let- 
ter, in the beginning of which you appeal to our 
reaſon, © whether the religion we have adopted, 
c upon the authority of one man, be either rational 
ce or {criptural;” you add, “ we well know that a 
« faith not founded on evidence (of which our own 


* reaſon is the only judge) is nothing but deluſion.” 
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We fay, Sir, the religion we have adopted, 
reſts not upon the authority of one man; but upon 
the unmoveable baſis of the ſcriptures, the divine 
authority of the Lord our God. Every doctrine 
we maintain is, we conceive, founded on the word. 
As far as our reaſon is capable of judging, we believe 
divine truth is the fandard of our faith, But we 
further believe that Emanuel Swedenborg has been 
made an inftrument, under God, to remove thoſe 
clouds which the traditions and doctrines of men 
had thrown over that holy book ; and the more we 
| ſtudy the truths of that book, the more rationally 
are we convinced that this is true. As to your be- 
lieving that his accounts of what he ſaw and heard 
in the ſpiritual world, are mere inventions; this does 
not affect us, or our doctrines. You are welcome 
to believe what you pleaſe, we believe they are 
no more inventions than Daniel's, Ezekiel's, or 
the Revelater's; and that there is neither enthuſi- 
aſm nor impoſture in them. However, let us agree 
to judge of theſe things as our reaſon may incline 
us. But when you fay there is ſufficient evidence 
that it was not the ſpirit of truth that dictated his 
writings, we muſt ſay that ſufficient evidence has 

not been given us as yet. 
Tou fay, Should any being, in the com- 
« plete form of an angel, tell you that God had 
« the form of a man, that this God was Jeſus 
« Chriſt, that he was not to return to this world 
te to raiſe the dead and judge mankind, that there 


= AE marriages in heaven, &c. you would tell him 
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de te was a Hing ſpirit, and that what he told you 
< could not be true, ſince both reaſon and the ſcrip- 
« tures, much better authorities than an angel, told 
« you the contrary.” 

I thank you, Sir, for this open e 
and I care not if it ſpreads all over Europe, that 
the nations may know what Dr. Prieſtley believes, 
and be the more guarded againſt the ſubtilty of his 
writings. Suppoſe, Sir, to make the matter as 
plain as we can, I thould, from what you do not 
believe, juſt mention what you do believe, or change 
your negative into a poſitive ; then perhaps it will 
run thus: Pr. Prieftley believes that God has no 
human form, but that he is in the form of infinite 
face; that Jeſus Chriſt is only a mere man, hike 
Iſaiah or Peter; that as a man he will ſome day 
ride upon a vapory cloud; ftand upon this globe 
of earth, and judge the world; raife alt dead bo- 
dies; and that men and women in heaven will 
not live in conjugal union, felicity, and happineſs, 
but be changed from their preſent conſtruction, 
and made a kind of hermaphrodites ! !! Well, Sir, 
I will fay, in your own words, if a being in the 
complete form of an angel, was to tell me all this, 
I would tell him he was a lying /prrit, ſince reaſon 
and the feriptures, much deter authorities, tell me 


the contrary. 
Well now, Sir, I will for a moment conſi- 


der the creed you have been kind enough to re- 


commend to us. But firſt let me tell you, © that 
© we will believe no man (no not Dr. Prieſtley) 


* 
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ce contradiction to our own reaſon, and the clear ſenſe 
« of ſcripture.” This is your creed, as follows :— 
«© There is one God, of whoſe eſſence we know no- 

ce thing at all: he is inviſible, and not the object 
ce of any of our ſenſes, but he is the maker and 
* conſtant preſerver of all things. This great Be- 
©ing (I ſuppoſe in alluſion to his form being that 
« of znfinite pace) has at different times commiſ- 
« ſioned various men, and eſpecially Jeſus Chriſt, 
to communicate his will ro mankind, and he al- 
e ways ſanctioned their miſſions by the power of 
« working miracles, or doing ſuch things as no man 
e could have done, if God had not been with him. 
* By this means (or zheſe means rather) we have 
te been informed concerning our duty here, and our 
ce expectations hereafter ; and eſpecially that Chriſt, 
« who roſe from the dead, and is aſcended into hea- 
<« ven, will return with power and great glory, 
ce when all the dead will be raiſed, and all the hv- 
“ing ſo changed, as to be like them incorruptible 
« and immortal; and when they will - receive 
* according to their works.” 

This, Sir, is the creed you adviſe us to; but 
as we cannot, upon mature deliberation, adopt it, 
you muſt excuſe us :—preſently I may give you a 
counter one, though I do not imagine you will adopt 
that. You fay, © we know nothing at all of God's 
c efſence;” then I ſhould think we know very 
little, if any thing at all, of God himſelf. You 
will fay, „It may be; yes, we may know him by 


© his works, his Providence, and word.“ True, 
5 | Sir, 


LO _ 
Sir, but they tell us alſo ſomething of his eſſence 
 _— However, we will let this paſs. Then as to Jeſus 
_ Chriſt being ſent like other men, and being no more 
than other men, this will not go down with us; nor 
the manner of his returning, and the work then 


do be done: therefore we muſt reject your creed, 


for the preſent, rational, ſimple, and eafy. as you 
ſuppoſe it. We allow the authenticity of the hiſtory 
of Moſes, the prophets, Chriſt and his apoſtles, and 
believe no man's mere aſſertion, without ſufficient _ 
evidence. We cannot withdraw our implicit faith 
in a man who gave no proof of his inſpiration, and 
whoſe opinions are wholly unſupported by reaſon, 
and the plain ſenſe of ſcripture—becauſe we have 
no ſuch implicit faith in any ſuch man, therefore we 
cannot withdraw it; although you ſay we ſhould 
then be what other unitarians are—for really we 
hope we never ſhall be ſuch. | 
As to your eaſily conceiving in what manner 
the Hon. Emanuel Swedenborg was led to form 
his peculiar ideas concerning the perſon of Chriſt, - 
as it is only your conception, and we are perſuaded 
a very wrong one, we will leave you to indulge it. 
The long paragraph in your ſixty-third page, con- 
tains concluſions drawn from ſuch falſe premiſes, 
that to diſcuſs it, would only be to go over the 
ground we have gone before, and lengthen this re- 
ply unneceſſarily. It is plain you do not underſtand 
Emannel Swedenborg, or us, reſpecting the union 
of the humanity with the divinity, or you could 
not have drawn the concluſions you have there done. 
| | | Lou 


N 
You ſay, © we make the belief of the ſole divinity 
ce of Chriſt to be neceſſary to falyation :”—this I 
have anſwered before. Therefore to ſay © we want 
© to frighten people into our ſyſtem,” is, Sir, too 
unfair. You muſt know we want to do no ſuch 


thing; we deteſt the idea of it—we neither wiſh to 


frighten, or force any one -e only wiſh them to be 
rationally and ſcripturally convicted; and therefore 


in charity, Sir, you have no advantage over us. I 


will not ſay we have more than you, becauſe that very 
declaration might be conſtrued as a proof of uncha- 
ritableneſs—ſo we will leave that to be determined 
at a future day. We as much hope to meet you 
and your followers, as you hope to meet us in the 
heavenly world; and I might fay of you, as you ſay 
of us, that when you ſee what you will then be im- 
mediately witneſſes to, all the notions you cheriſh ſo 
fondly at preſent will vaniſh like a dream; and as to 
the conſequences of them I will leave. In the mean 


time, I wiſh you a ſenſible and rational faith, a faith 


that you can comprehend, and give a reaſon for— 
for, in all caſes, truth is preferable ro error. That 
you wrote your Letters in love, I will not diſpute— 
for your good wiſhes we are obliged—and we return 
them, by wiſhing you, and all that eſpouſe your ſen- 
timents, may be led into the pure and genuine _ . 
of the Lord's holy word. 


I am, Rev. Sir, 


Yours, &c. 


LETTER 
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LETTER vm. 


REV. SIR, 


H avins gone through the whole 
of your Letters, and as your Appendix is nothing 
more than a few extracts from Emanuel Sweden- 
borg's writings, I need not make any obſervations 
thereupon. I ſhall, therefore conclude, by a ſhort, 
but ſerious, addreſs to you—thoſe who eſpouſe your 
views—and ſuch as at preſent do not receive the 
doctrines we maintain. 


We muſt all allow that it is of very great im- 
portance for us, rationally and ſcripturally, to know 
the God we worſhip and ferve.—An idea of this 
God being in the form of infinite ſpace, is ſo vague 
and undeterminate, that it can yield us no ſatisfaction 
at all. We know the ſcriptures frequently declare 
that his ſervants ſhall be with him, ſee bis face—be- 
bold him as be is—dwell in his preſence—be like him, 
&c. Now all this plainly implies that the Divine 
Being 1s both a form and ſubftance; for what has 
neither form nor ſubſtance, we cannot ſee. And 
would it not be prepoſterous to ſuppoſe we ſhould 
ſee God in any other form than what reſembles the 
human? And what difficulty is there in believing 
that this bleſſed God hath united the humanity with 


bis divinity, lince he 1 is called, and really is, both 
God 
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God and Man in one divine perſon. Is there any 
greater myſtery in the Almighty's clothing himſelf (if 
I may-uſe that word) with a divine humanity, than in 
his clothing our ſouls with a material body? Was 
not God manifeſt in the fleſh, our Emanuel, or God 


with us? And is it not a moſt rational, pleaſing, 


and ſcriptural idea, that God will be thus viſible to 
us for ever and ever? But, if the Almighty be a 


Being without form or ſubſtance, we can no more 


fee him in the heavenly ſtate, than we can now. 
And what an abſurdity it is to ſuppoſe a Being can 
exiſt without ſub/ftance or form.—Is it poſſible to 
form any idea of ſuch a Being ? 

And can any thing be more plain than the 
ſcriptures I have adduced in proof that the one 
Jehovah is the only Saviour—that the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt is that one Jehovah—and that, conſequently, 
he is the only God of heaven and earth ?—Is there 
any peculiar myſtery in all this? Can we poſſibly 
reconcile the ſcriptures in any other way than this ? 
Why then ſhould we be ſo unwilling to acknowledge 
him as Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, the only God, 
when all the bible uniformly tells us ſo? Or, why 
ſhould we wiſh to find more gods than this one God? 
And is it not truly awful and iniquitous to ſay, that 


the worſhip of the Lord and Saviour is groſs ido- 
latry, a great abomination ? Reconſider this matter 


think deeply upon it—leaſt ye are found fighting 
againſt God. You muſt know that in many places 
of the holy word, divine worſhip is given to the 


Lord Jeſus—and if all the angels in heaven wor- 
ſhip 
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ſhip him, why ſhould not we? He is all that which 
I have declared in my fourth Letter—He is there- 
fore the true God and eternal life—the I AM—the 
Alpha and Omega—the Almighty—the only wiſe 
God—He is omnipotent, omniſcient, omnipreſent 
Ile is every thing that a God can be—He is the 
only God, and, ſtrictly ſpeaking, the only man; as 
all mankind are men, from him, in conſequence of 
being made like him. 

My chriſtian friends, this ſubje& is of vaf 
moment ; of the utmoſt importance; and I do ear- 
neſtly intreat you to conſider it well. Suppoſe, 
for a moment, that you may have been miſtaken 
in this point, and therefore look up to the Lord 
for illumination. The grand eſſentials of our 
holy religion are, to know and worſhip the rue 
God—to love him with all the heart—keep his 


commandments —and love one another as we love 


ourſelves. I am fure, if J know any thing of my 
own heart, I value you, I love you (although you 
differ ſo much from me). as much as I love thoſe 
who think as I do: I as much wiſh your welfare 
and happineſs. And I am not condemning any of 
you; you may be in the good of life, much more 
than many others, perhaps much more than my- 


ſelf—I wiſh you alſo to be in the truth of doctrine. - 


To own and worſhip him whom angels own and 
worſhip, as the true God. And if you cannot be 
prevailed upon ſo to do, I mult leave it, and love 
you ſtill, 


You 
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You allow the ſcriptures to be the word of the 


eternal Jehovah, Why then ſhould you think 


they are not ſpiritual and divine throughout. Can 


you underſtand a great part of them, - except you 


admit a ſpiritual ſenſe. I think you will own you 
cannot. Have not many prophets, and the Lord 
himſelf, declared that there ſhall be a more glorious 
day than we have yet ſeen? Why may it not be 
at hand? What is the reaſon, that in alluſion to that 
time, he io frequently declares that they ſhall then 
know the Lord—there ſhall be one Lord (Jehovah) 


and his name one—that the knowledge of the Lord 


ſhall cover the earth, &c. &c. Has not the Lord, 
in all diſpenſations, opened ſtill further and further 
the divine things of his kingdom? We know he 
hath. What is the meaning of an angel flying in 
the midſt of heaven, having the everlaſting goſpel 
to preach to them that dwell on the earth, and to 
every nation, and kindred, and tongue, and people, 
laying, with a loud voice, Fear God, and give glory 
to bim, for the hour of his judgment is come? Oc. 
Rev. xiv. 6, 7. What does this mean, but to fur- 
ther open divine truth to men, by taking off the 
vail and clouds men have thrown over it, and 
opening the true ſpiritual ſenſe of that holy book, 


for the inſtruction and happineſs of men in theſe laſt 


days? Need we wonder then, that many things re- 
tive to the ſpiritual and eternal world are now 


made manifeſt. Compare the doctrines and truths 


which we now maintain, with thoſe eſpouſed by 
| different 
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different denominations of 8 and bring 5 
them to the teſt of reaſon and ſcripture, that you 
may judge for yourſelves. 

We do not with you to receive them upon 
our word or recommendation, but to read for your- 
ſelves; examine the writings of the Hon. Baron, 
deliberately, and with an unprejudiced mind, and 
then make judgment. If they appear irrational— _ 
not founded upon divine truth, reject them; if they 
appear rational, ſeriptural, and ſound, receive them. 
We only with every one to read and hear for them- 
ſelves. And we verily believe the means which 
iudividuals are taking to prevent their being read 
and received, will only induce many, very many, 
more to read and examine for themſelves. This is 
all we wiſn. We want them to be brought to the 
light of reaſon and ſcripture, and let them ſtand or 
fall according as they agree with, or are contrary 
to, that teſt. Be not difluaded by what any man 
may ſay, from uſing your own liberty and freedom. 
Do by theſe writings as you would do by any new 
author in rekgious * viz. Give them a fair 
hearing. 
We profeſs, that they inculcate the knowledge 
and worſhip of the true God—that they lead us to 
the knowledge of the holy word in its true ſpiritual 
{ſenſe—the more we read thoſe writings, the more 
we value, venerate, and love the holy word of the 
Lord. They inculcate the love of God charity 
to mankind and an obedience to all divine com- 


mands. 
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mands. We are hereby convinced | from the word, 


that the ſecond advent of the Lord is commenced ; 
that he is come in the glory and power of his own 
divine word and kingdom, to eſtabliſh a church, 
which ſhall be the crown of all others, and ſtand 
for ever. And we believe, that ſerious and pious 
chriſtians of all denominations, will ſoon receive 
him, and rejoice in his name and kingdom. 
Chriſtianity met with much oppoſition at firſt, 

but it ſpread, and gained ground in ſpite of all op- 
poſition. Though Jeſus was accounted a madman, 
an impoſtor, a devil, and his apoſtles were all ſup- 
poſed to be deluded enthuſiaſts, nevertheleſs, truth 
prevailed. So it will be now; and although Emanuel 
Swedenborg is eſteemed an impoſtor, a viſionary, 
a deluded enthuſiaſt, and every thing that is mean; 
and his followers are men of worſe imaginations, 
ſhallow judgment, caſily impoſed upon, weak men, 
and awfully deceived ; yet, Sirs, truth will gain 
ground in ſpite of all theſe odiums upon its receiv- 
ers. It does gain ground very faſt, and that ſtirs up 
many to oppoſe, though they may do it from zeal, 
and ſincere intentions. Every oppoſition it meets 
with will only tend to confirm its receivers, and 
increaſe its ſpread ; the work 1s of God, and it can- 
not be overthrown. 

And as to you, Rev. Sir, I ſincerely wiſh 
your ideas may become more ſpiritual ; that your 
natural philoſophy may lead you to a more ſpiritual 


and heavenly divinity ; and not to conceive that the 


foul 
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ful is mere matter, the holy word merely liter, 
and the God of the word like infinite ſpace. | | 


When you conceive God to be what he is 
the ſoul to be what it is—and the ſcriptures to be 


what they are then your ideas will be more ſpi- 


ritual and expanded ; but, I preſume, not befare. 


However, Sir, be this as it may, I do affure you 


my only defire is, that we may all be in the truth 


live a life of goodneſs—meet together in heaven— 
and be happy for ever. 

I have replied to your Letters in real good 
nature and chriſtian affection; and I ſhall be ſorry 


if there be one word in them that may be con- 
| ſtrued as a proof of being unfair, illiberal, or un- 


becoming. I have not the moſt diſtant deſire of 
offending you, or any man, and hope here is no- 
thing that can give juſt offence. I have given you 
my thoughts, freely, as I thought it right to anſwer 


you: but, as I ſaid before, controverſy and diſputa- 


tions I am not fond of, nor do I think in general, they 
do much good. And, therefore, I take the liberty 
of aſſuring you, that ſhould you write again, or 


ever ſo often, upon theſe ſubjects, my determi- 
nation, at preſent is, to make no more reply. I 


have neither time, nor inclination, to be engaged in 


ſuch debates; and, what is more, I fear it is gene- 
rally time poorly ſpent; not anſwering that great 
end we all ought to have in view, viz. To be 


truly uſeful to the utmoſt of our power. Tou may 


think that the diſcuſſion of religious ſentiments in 
Go this 
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this literary way, is calculated for much good 
to open the minds of men—and inform their 
judgment. But, Sir, I fear this is too ſeldom the 


caſe by ſuch ec controverſies. 

I remain, with cordial eſteem and affection, 
wiſhing you an increaſe of all that knowledge, 
wiſdom, truth, and goodneſs, that is neceſſary to 
make you extenſively uſeful to mankind through life; 
and ſolidly happy in your own mind through time, 


and to all eternity. 


And am, Rev. Sir, 
Your real friend and well-wiſher, 
.. 


FINIS. 


